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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 29 th May, 1972 

S.O, 2112.- — In pursuance of section 109 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951. the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the Order, pronounced 
on the 8th March. 1972 by the High Court of Judica- 
ture at Patna in Election Petition No. 2 of 1971. 

Election Petition No. 2 or 1971 

In + he matter of an application under sections 80A 
and 81 of the Representation of the People Act. 1951. 

Shrimati Sumitra Devi — Petitioner. 

Versus 

Shri Sheo Shankar Prasad Yadav & Ors, — Res- 
pondents. 

Fo-r the Petitioner, — M/s. K. P. Verma, Karnla 
Kant Prasad and Shambhu Nath Jha. 

For Respondent No. 1— M/s. Shvama Prasad 

Mukherji and Ganga Prasad Roy, 

The 8th March , 1972 

Present : 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice G. P. Siuha, 


C. P, Sinha - 

This election petition under sections 80A and 81 of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951 has been 
filed by Shrimati Sumitra Devi with two-fold pra- 
yer. The first is to declare the election of the return- 
ed candidate Sri Sheo Shankar Prasad Yadav (res- 
the duly elected Member of the Parliament from 31- 
pondent No. 1) void, and second, to declare her to be 
Khugaria Parliamentary constituency. 

2. The undisputed facts are: — this 31-Khagaria Par- 
liamentary constituency comprised of six Assembly 
constituencies, namely, Parbatta. Cbautham, Alauli, 
Khagaria, Ballia and Bakhri. In 1971, this Parlia- 
mentary constituency, along with others in the coun- 
try were called upon to elect members for the Par- 
liament. According to the programme of the Elec- 
tion Commission as fixed for this Khagaria Parlia- 
mentary constituency, nominations were to be filed 
from 27th January, 1971 to 3rd February, 1971 and 
they were to be scrutinised on 4th February 1971; 
noil, if necessary, was to take place on 5th March. 
1971; the ballots were to be counted on 10th March, 
1971 and the result of the election was to be declar- 
ed on 11th March, 1971. In pursuance to that pro- 
gramme 12 candidates filed their nomination papers, 
two of them however, subsequently withdrew, "where- 
after 10 candidates, including this petitioner and res- 
pondent No, X, were left in the field. 
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3. Out of the above 10 contestants, petitioner and 
respondent No. 1 had been fielded by Congress (Rul- 
ing) party with cow and calf as its symbol and the 
Samyuktu Socialist Party with banian tree as its sym- 
bol, respectively. Out of the remaining 8' candidates 
five namely, respondents 2, 5, 7, 8 and 9 were inde- 
pendents whereas respondents 3, 4 and 0 represented 
the Communist (Marxist), Bhartiya Kranti Dal and 
Congress (Organisation) Parties. 


4. After the poll had been held on 5th March, 1971 
the countings of the ballots were done on 10th March, 
1971. Votes polled by respondent No. 1, which was 
the highest, were found to be 73,594 against his near- 
est rival this petitioner, who polled 73,040 votes; 5 692 
votes were rejected. The votes polled by respon- 
dents 2 to 9 were 18,627, 26,776, 1,334, 19;580, 18,682, 
69,387, 4,085 and 41,251, respectively. On 11th March, 
1971 respondent No. 1 was declared elected in this 
election by the District Magistrate of Monghyr, Who 
was its Returning Officer. 


5. For the counting of votes the new procedure, as 
prescribed by the Election Commission, was followed. 
The counting was done Assembly constituency-wise 
in a separate segment. In each segment there were 
15 counting tables, each of which was manned "by two 
counting assistants and one counting supervisor. Close 
to those tables in the segment, there was the table 
of the Assistant Returning Officer assisted by some 
staff. First the ballots in the different ballot boxes 
were taken out on the counting tables and arranged 
into bundles of 25 each. Thereafter, those bundles 
were sent to the concerned Assistant Returning Offi- 
cer, who would mix them In a drum, Alter being 
so mixed they were sent back to the counting tables 
where they were sorted out candidate-wlsc and con- 
signed to the 10 different cages (khanas) provided 
for the 10 contestants and the doubtful ballots Were 
consigned to the 11th cage meant therefor.’ After 
having done so, the counting staff took out those bal- 
lots from the different cages and made them into 
packets Of 50 each and returned them back to the 
table of the Assistant Returning Officer with the 
necessary entries In the relevant forms. The count- 
ing on 10th March, 1971, had commenced at 8 A.M. 
and continued till conclusion 


0. The petitioner seeks to challenge the election of 
respondent No. 1 in this election on the following 
allegations. The new procedure of scrutiny and 
counting of votes being quite strenuous and tiring 
left no control of the processes in the hands of the 
authorities concerned. The lighting of the counting 
segments lacked proper arrangement and due 
to loose electric fittings there was frequent failure of 
electricity therein. Taking advantage of this the 
counting staff were fully privileged to show jlhrtially 
to respondent No. 1 by counting and puttnig votes of 
other candidates in his favour. Several unauthorised 
and undesirable persons, who had been worlflng for 
respondent No. 1, managed to force their entry into 
the counting segments and created confusion. Not 
onlv that, they also manoeuvred the counting staff 
and illegally managed to increase the number of votes 
in favour of respondent No. 1 resulting In petitioner’s 
defeat, even though as an old Congress worker she 
commanded the majority support of the voters. The 
counting staff, during the counting, indulged m seve- 
ral illegalities of the following nature which had 
resulted in bolsterning up Ihe number of votes counted 
ir. favour of respondent No. 1. 

7. Several ballot papers were removed and des- 
troyed. As would be borne from Form 16 wherein 
the number of ballot papers issued by the Presiding 
Officers differs from the number of counted ballot 
papers; several ballots which had clear seal on her 
symbol or on her name were Illegally and improperly 
rejected; the counting staff took out several ballots 
of the petitioner and mixed them up with the doubtful 


bafiot papers and without paying any heed to the 
objections raised by the counting agents of the peti- 
tioner went on rejecting them mechanically by put- 

wn J ejectlon s f al on their back; a large number of 
ballot papers which were fit to be rejected were ille- 
gally counted in favour of respondent No. 1; ballot 
papers having seal on more than one symbol or seal 
on the shaded area or seal on the back of the ballot 
papers or having no seal or having no official seal 
on the symbol of respondent No. 1 were illegally 
counted in favour of respondent No. 1; a lurge num- 
ber of ballot papers bearing no signature of the Pre- 
siding Officer or identifying mark on the back of the 
ballot papers because they had been placed in the 
ballot boxes illegally by controlling the booths which 
were fit to be rejected were counted in favour of res- 
pondent No. 1; several bundles of ballots having less 
than 50 ballots in them were counted in favour of 
respondent No. 1 as bundles of 50 ballots each; even 
several bundles of the ballot papers of the petitioner 
were illegally mixed and transferred to the bundles 
of the ballots of other candidates including respon- 
dent No. 1. As a result of these illegal and improper- 
scrutiny and counting of the ballot papers about 3,000 
ballots, which were either fit to be rejected or were 
of other candidates, were counted in favour of res- 
pondent No. 1, and about 1,000 ballots, which should 
have been counted in favour of petitioner were Ille- 
gally rejected and thereby the result of The election 
was materially affected. 


8. The counting of ballot papers commenced from 
8 A.M. on 10th March, 1971 and continued till ‘ 3 AM. 
on 11th March, 1971 without changing hands. More- 
over the counting was done In such haste that the 
counting agents on the different counting tables were 
unable to properly look into many of the' ballot 
papers counted, nor their obiections were being head- 
ed by the counting staff. If the ballot papers had 
been counted in accordance with law and without 
partiality the petitioner was sure fo have received 
majority of valid votes and declared elected." 


9. This election petition has been contested hv res- 
pondent No. 1 only. In his written statement filed in 
the case he has challenged the maintainability of 
this election petition on the ground that’ the aver- 
ments made in it are imaginary and baseless and 
also because it does not contain the concise state- 
ment of material facts on which the petiffhner rHlcS. 
While asserting that the scrutiny rind counting 'of bal- 
lot papers had been done fully in accord with law 
he has seriously refuted her allegations of commis^- 
rion of the alleged Irregularities and Illegalities there ^ 
In, The process of counting, according fb him. iris" 
neither strenuous nor uncontrolled and the liebfiig 
arrangement was quite adequate without arft' Vfcance 
of failure of electricity. Besides electricity, there was 
also adequate arrangement of lighted petromaxes to 
meet, any emergency. There was never anv inf u- 
sion in any of the counting segments by any unautho- 
rised or undesirable person because of the tight secu- 
rity arrangement throughout the counting and h°r 
allegation about such an intrusion resulting Tn ’he 
increase of his votes in mischievously false. B°r 
estimate of her popularity as also of her' partv 
in the area was wholly misconceived and being of 
another constituency the voters concerned alwavs 
treated her to be stranger to the place and were not 
prepared to won her due to lack of any public work 
on her part in this constituency. On the other hand, 
he (respondent No. 1) belongs to this constituency 
and has been serving it since the beginning of h's 
noli tlcnl career in 1930. He bad also been quite 
known to the voters being a teacher in this area for 
unite a long time. He has emnhatieafiv denied the 
aforesaid instances of illegality in the scrutiny and 
counting of votes as made in the election, petition 
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asid described them as being quite vague and indefinite 
having been made with he sole purpose of any how 
getting an opportunity of re-scrutiny of the ballot 
papers tor the purpose of fishing out materials to fill 
up lacuna in the election petition. During the whole 
period ot scrutiny and counting of ballots, which had 
admittedly lasted for a number of hours, no objection 
was ever raised by the petitioner or her counting 
agents on the allegations of irreguiurity therein and 
that her allegation of oral objections having been 
raised by her countnig agents and their not being 
heeded to, is entirely talse made for the purpose ot 
the case. His assertion further is that all tne scru- 
tiny and counting of ballos, from beginning to end, 
had been effected in a regular and proper manner 
and he had to bo declared elected in the election 
having secured the largest number of valid voles. 
He has seriously refuted her allegation that os a 
result of such illegalities in the counting about 11,000 
irregular votes had been counted in his favour and 
about 1,000 of her valid voter had been rejected. 

10. On the above assertions his (respondent No. l’s) 
prayer is that the election petition should be dismis- 
sed with costs in view of the fact that the petitioner 
has miserably failed to make out a cuse that she had 
secured more valid votes than him and has not fur- 
nished any tangible material to entitla her to be 
declared elected. 

11. On the pleadings, the following issues have been 
framed for decision. 

Issues 

1. Is tho Election Petition, as framed, maintainable? 

2. Has there been non-compliance of the provisions 
of sections 81 and 83 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951? If so, what is its effect on the 
Election Petition? 

3. Was there any irregularity/illegality in the 
counting or scrutiny of the ballot papers, as alleged 
in the Election Petition? 

4. Did the petitioner receive majority of valid 
votes? If so, is she entitled to be declared as elected? 

5. To what relief, if any, is the petitioner entitled? 

Findings 

Issue No. t. 

12. This Issue was not pressed for discussion dur- 
ing arguments in the ease. Mr. Shyama Prasad 
Mukherji, learned counsel for the contesting respon- 
dent No. 1, agreed thut on the fact of it the election 
petition, as framed, was maintainable, and according- 
ly, he c“<i not make any submission about this point. 
This election petition has been presented under sec- 
tions 80/v and 81 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the Act). The 
election petitioner has prayed for two reliefs, One 
is to declare the election of the returned candidate 
(respondent No. 1) as void and the second is to dec- 
lare her (petitioner) to be duly elected to the Par- 
liament from this constituency on the ground that 
she hod secured majority of valid votes. 

13 The invalidation of the election of respondent 
No. 1 is claimed because of the improper reception 
of a large number of void votes in favour of respon- 
dent No. 1 and also rejection of a number of her valid 
votes. Such reasons are included In the grounds for 
declaring an election to be void under section 100 ot 
the Act. In the circumstances, no defect in the form 
of the petition, as It has been framed, is discernible. 
Accordingly, the election petition, afl framed, is held, 
maintainable, and this issue is, accordingly, decdied. 


Issue No. 2. 

14, On behalf of the respondent it has been stre- 
nuously urged that the election petition completely 
lacks the compliance of the provisions of sections 81 
and 83 of the Act and the result of this failure is in- 
evitable dismissal without going into the merits of 
the allegations made therein. To elaborate this con- 
tention, learned respondent’s counsel, has urged that 
the election petition does not contain a concise state- 
ment of the material facts relied upon by the peti- 
tioner as enjoined under section 83(4) of 
the Act. So also, the verification in the 
manner provided by clause (e) of this 
section is significantly lacking. Both these 
defects, accordng to counsel, are fatal for the election 
petition and it has got to be summarily dismissed 
without any probe into the truth or otherwise of Its 
allegations. 

10. On the above assertions his (respondent No. l’s) 
been refuted by the other side. According to her 
counsel, from a perusal of the election petition one 
can easily get convinced that it does not in any way 
suffer from the non-compliance of section 81 or 83 
of the Act, and those requirements have been substan- 
tially complied with. Morever, even if it be as- 
sumed for a moment that there has been some lacuna 
in it in this connection, that by itself could not make 
the election petition liable to dismissal because the 
dismissal of the election petition under section 80 of 
the Act is to result from Its non-compliance with the 
provisions of section 81 or 82 or section 117 and not 
of section 83. 

10. On the available facts, the above contentions of 
the respondent on this point do not appear to be 
well founded. Under Section 81 an election petition 
calling in queslion any election is to be presented 
on one or more of the grounds specified in section 
100(1) and section 101 of the Act. This election 
petition, as already observed, has been filed on the 
allegations that number of invalid votes had been 
improperly received for the returned candidate as 
also that a number of petitioner’s valid votes had 
been rejected which had materially affected the result 
of the election, She hus also claimed to be declared 
duly elected in this election because she had received 
majority of the valid votes. These grounds are well 
covered within sections 100 and 101 of the Act. 

17. In the body of the election petition the differ- 
ent modes of alleged improper reception’ of invalid 
votes and rejection of petitioner’s valid votes have 
been recited in paragraph 12 to 21. No doubt, ifi 
those paragraphs the numbers of ballot papers relat- 
ing thereto have not been specifically stated and in 
its place their consolidated figures have been sought 
to be set out in paragraph 23 by saynig that the num- 
ber of improperly received votes were about 3,000 
and those rejected improperly were about 1,000, As 
these recitals stand, it is not easy to thing that they 
are to be treated as subsantially falling short of the 
requirement of section 83(a), requiring its summary 
dismissal, 

18. On the question of affidavit also, the election 
petition does not seem to suffer from any such defect 
as to entail its dismissal for that reason. Clause (c) 
of section 83 enjoins that the election petition shall 
be verified by the petitioner in the manner laid down 
by the Code of Civil Procedure for the verification of 
pleadings. Under Order 0 Rule 15 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure every pleading is required to be 
verified at the foot by the party or some other per- 
son provd to the satisfaction of the court to he ac- 
quainted with the facts of the case and the person 
verifying shall specify, by reference to the number 
of paragraphs of the pleadings, what he verifies from 
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his own knowledge and what he verifies on the infor- 
mation received and believed to be true. Such veri- 
fication is also required to be signed by the person 
making it with date and place. In the verification 
of the election petition, which is by the petitioner 
herself, it is noticed that the above requirements of 
verification are duly complied with. She has specifi- 
cally Stated as to the contents of which paragraphs 
are true to her knowledge and which are based on 
the information received from her counting agents 
which are believed to be true. In the latter case, 
because she has not said in so many words that the 
contents of those paragraphs based on information 
of her counting agents are believed “by her” to be 
true is not so material for the purpose and on that 
account it is difficult to read any defect in her veri- 
fication of the petition as required. 

19. On the above facts, it is thus manifest that the 
election petition cannot be treated as suffering from 
defects of non-compliance of the provisions of sec- 
tions 81 and 83 of the Act necessitating its dismissal 
at the very threshold without examining its merit 
on the evidence already gone into. Now that both 
sides have produced their evidence they will have 
to be necessarily examined to find out the truth or 
otherwise of the case made out in the election peti- 
tion before deciding to allow or dismiss it. Any at- 
tempt to have it dismissed summarily at the stage it 
obviously misconceived and cannot succeed, More- 
over, as already noticed, it does not also suffer from 
the defects under sections 81 and 83 for which its 
such dismissal is canvassed. 

20. For the above reasons, there hardly seems any 
merit in the above contentions addressed for the res- 
pondent apd they must be rejected. They are, 
accordingly, negatived, and this issue is answered foi 
the petitioner. 


22. Petitioner’s allegations in this behalf are 
contained in paragraphs 12 to 21 of tiie election peti- 
tion. They set out a number ol serious irregulari- 
ties on the part of the counting staif which tney 
are said to nave indulged wnue scrutinising and 
counting the ballot papers leading to improper recep- 
tion ol a number ox invalid voles in iavour or tne 
returned candidate (respondent ino. 11 ana rejection 
of a number of valid votes of tne petitioner. These 
illegalities, as the petitioner’s evidence stanas, were 
comnuttea at the second stage of the counting when 
the ballot papers were scrutinised and counted can- 
didate-wise. The gists of these illegalities have al- 
ready been incorporated while setting <*ut the facts 
of this case in this judgment (paragraphs 6 and 7). 
Though in the election petition the numoer of votes 
involved in any of these alleged irregularities has 
not been separately assessed but m paragraph 23 
the case made out is that because of suen illegal and 
improper scrutiny and counting of ballot papers 
about 3,000 ballot papers, which were cither lit to 
be rejected or were of other candidates, were count- 
ed for respondent No. 1 and about 1,000 valid ballots 
of the peutioper, which should have uecn counted 
In her favour, were illegally rejected, thereby mate- 
rially affecting the result of the election. 


23. It is admitted case of both parties that in each 
of the six different counting segments situated side 
by side there were 15 counting tables and on each 
of those tables there was one counting agent each 
for the petitioner and respondent No- 1. It is also 
admitted that on each of the counting tables there 
were three counting staff consistnig of one counting 
supervisor and two counting assistants and that in 
each segment there was one Assistant Returning Om 
eer along with some staff whose table was close to 
the counting tables- 


Issue No. 3. 

. ,21 Before I take up consideration of this issue, it 
is relevant to point out that learned counsel of both 
sides have adopted their arguments in this regard 
which they had advanced when the question of ins- 
pection of ballot papers of respondent No. 1 at the 
request of the petitioner was being c^idered. When 
the evidence of the petitioner had concluded in the 
case on 14th December, 1071, she petitioned the Court 
for allowing her inspection of the ballot papers 01 
respondent No. 1 and also the rejected ballots and 
in the alternative to allow her inspection of his (res- 
n nndent No l’s) ballot papers of two segments, 
namely Khagaria and Ballia and the rejected ones. 
Her prayer in that regard was, however, kept m abe- 
yance tfll the evidence of the other side was a so 
gone into. When respondent’s evidence was also 
over the prayer for inspection was renewed and the 
parties argued the matter at length and in my c a- 
te order dated 20th January, 1972 I rejected that 
ofaver of inspection. The petitioner wanted tune 
to move the Supreme Court against that older, but 
entlv as I was informed, she did not go to 
the Supreme Court against it, whereafter arguments 

SSJSZ s S “S, 8 t;. 

now much to argue m u ew^o: which method hia 

yer for mspection ot hallo the bes t evidence 

client wanted to junig n tne ballots which had 

on the point in the shape i t flo 1 and re- 

been counted in favour of * £ > * bad attributed to 
jection of her valid votes ^whief preva n e d witb 

his succeg in the eiecuc evidence there are 

the Court and whatever offier^ ^ ^ 

Sf,£iSion» y *“»t’thom and had hardly anyth™, 
further to add to tho.e arguments. 


24 The petitioner’s evidence in this regard con- 
sists' of her own (P.W. 23) testimony as also a num- 
ber of her admitted counting agents. For the hi a- 
£?aria Assembly segment, her witnesses ore P*vVs- » 
5 6 7 9 12 and 15 and for Ballia Assembly segment 
they are’pWs. 3, 8, 10, 13, 14 and 18. P.Ws. 2 and 16 
are her w taesses of the Parbatta Assembly segment 
and PWs 4 and 20 relate to Alauli Assembly seg- 
ment For the Chautham Assembly segment her wit- 
nesses are P.Ws. U, 17 and 19. She had not e a 
yninpd anv counting agent m respect of Bakhr) As 
scinbly segment. Except P.W. 13 all these counting 
agents 7 have stated the numbers of the counting 

tqbles to which they were attached during the count- 
As her (P W 23’S) case is she was not an eye 

date Kameshwar Singh one tabl t 

upon she P^^ r he of P ffia segment protesing against 
S GtU S th^ subsequent^ discussion \ will, however 

the authorities. 

25. Against the above evidence ^f the Pg«oner, 

*(RW h l2) °and e ffis n admitted election agent (R.W. 32) 
number 9 of his counting a, ^ wh, 

alleged regularities ^^exammed the six As- 

StaTSSS™ 00™. deemed «■*>• 2 “ n 
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who have also made an emphatic denial of any such 
irregularity during the counting of any of the count, 
mg tables. The District Magistrate of Monghyr 
(R.W. 1), who was admittedly "the Returning Officer 
in this election, has also deposed in the case for es- 
pondent No. 1. 


26, Before I proceed to make detailed examination 
regarding the commission of these alleged specific 
irregularities in the counting of votes, I propose to 
deal with her general allegations regrading failure 
of electricity and forcible entry of unauthorised per- 
sons into the counting segments as ulso regarding 
control of booths resulting in counting of illegal 
votes in favour of respondent No, 1. 


27. So far as the first allegation regarding failure 
of light is concerned, it is to be found in paragraph 
12 of the election petition where it has been stated 
that there was no proper arrangement for light and 
the electricity often failed because of the loose wires 
being spread up in the field, and as such, the count- 
ing staff had full privilege of doing partiality by put- 
ting in and counting of votes of other candidates in 
favour of respondent No. 1. There is nothing in this 
paragraph or in any other part of the election peti- 
tion to indicate, even approximately, the timings of 
those failures. In Court, through the mouth of wit- 
nesses concerned of the petitioner it has, however, 
been taken out that those failures had occurred twice. 
The first was between 0.30 to 10 P.M. and the second 
between 12.30 to 1.00 A.M, 


28. On this question of failures of electric light in 
course of countings my attention has been drawn to 
certain statements of the two Assistant Returning 
Officers (R.Ws. 2 and 4) and the respondent No, l’s 
admitted election agent (R.W. 32) and the counting 
agent (R.W. 19) in Ballia Assembly segment. Accord- 
ing to R.W. 2, the electric light had once failed in his 
counting hall for a period of 2-3 minutes, but that 
was after the counting had been completed. R.W. 4 
has also admitted that so far as he remembers 
the electric light in his hall failed once between 10-11 
P.M. when the counting was still in progress. In his 
(R.W. 4’s) estimate also the duration of that failure 
was 2-3 minutes. Though R.W. 19 has not specifically 
admitted about any such failure, his statement is that 
it was possible that at times there were failures of 
electricity in his segment. According to R.W, 32. as 
far as he remembers, in Ballia segment electricity had 
failed for a minute or two but that failure was after 
the counting in Parbatta segment was over. These 
admissions on this point are, however, quite insuffi- 
cient to support the petitioner's allegation on this 
point. At the most, they show that during the count- 
ing in those segments electric light had failed once, 
but it was of a most transitory nature lasting for 2 
to 3 minutes only, How could the counting staff be 
expected to be able to achieve their alleged partial 
objective in favour of respondent No. 1 by counting 
the votes of other candidates in his favour within that 
short time. There is nothing on the record to con- 
clusively prove that those Government servants, em- 
ployed in the counting, were so briefed in favour of 
respondent No. 1 that as soon as there was failure of 
light of only 2 to 3 minutes duration they immediately 
availed of it 10 count the votes of other candidates for 
him (respondent No. 1) and consigned them to his 
cage. 

29. Apart from the above fact, the probability of 
those counting staff embarking upon such a partiality 
in favour of respondent no, 1 taking advantage of 
the darkness in the segment due to failure of electri- 
city is completely eliminated when the fact of the 
segments having an alternative adequate lighting 
arrangement from before sunset till the conclusion of 
the counting is taken into consideration. Evidence 
of reliable nature consisting of the sworn testimony 
of the Assistant Returning Officers as also other wit- 
nesses of the respondent arc on the record to show 
that the authorities had kept sufficient number of 


burning petromaxes/daylights in each of the counting 
segment from before sunset and that they were 
always there throughout the countings from that 
time till the end. The making of such an arrange- 
ment on the part of the authorities was only natural 
because they could not be absolutely sure against any 
failure of electric light during the whole counting. 
Even in the evidence on behalf of the petitioner, there 
is no complete denial about the presence of such lights 
in the segments. R.Ws. 2, 3, 10, 14, 17, 19 and 20 have 
admitted the bringing of such lighted petromaxes or 
daylights with a rider that their help was sought to 
meet the failure of electricity which had already 
occurred. Similar suggestion had been made to res- 
pondent’s witnesses examined in this connection say- 
ing that thpse lights had been brought into the seg- 
ments when the electric light had failed for the first 
time between 9.30 to 10.00 P.M: and not before the 
sunset. P.Ws, 1 , 6, 7, 9, 11, 12 and 15 have udmitted 
the presence of only one lighted petromax by the 
side of the Assistant Returning Officer in the segment 
at the time of failure of electric light. It is also 
noticed that the evidence of the P.Ws. on the point or 
counting of ballots of other candidates for respondent 
no. 1 are not quite consistent. According to P.Ws. 
7, 8, 9 and 10, in the darkness resulting from the 
failure of electric light the counting staff put the 
ballots in their hands into the khanas of other candi- 
dates whereas, according to P.Ws. 11, 12 and 13, they 
had been consigned to the khana of respondent no. 1. 

30, On a consideration of the above facts, the peti- 
tioner's case about the failure of electric light in the 
segments resulting in showing of partiality by the 
counting staff to count votes of other candidates in 
favour of respondent no. 1, as set up, appears to be 
wholly without merit and must be discarded. 

31. Coming io the allegation of forcible entry by 
several unauthorised and undesirable persons into the 
counting compartments, as contained in paragraph 13 
of the election petition, it also stands unsubstantiated 
by the evidence on record. In the election petition 
there is no such allegation that the authorities had 
not made security arrangement for guarding the 
different counting segments at the time of scrutiny 
and counting of votes. All that has been alleged in 
paragraph 13 is that when the counting was going on 
several unauthorised persons entered into the seg- 
ments and created confusion and manoeuvered the 
counting staff to increase the number of votes of res- 
pondent No. 1 resulting in the defeat of the petitioner. 
In Court, however, in the evidence adduced by 
the petitioner, the guards in the counting promises 
are said to have been absent from 2 P.M. on 10th 
March, 1971 (counting day) facilitating those alleged 
entries of unauthorised persons. It is understand- 
able as to how the security guards which were there 
from the very start of the counting would have sud- 
denly disappeared from the scone from 2 P.M, giving 
a free hand to outsiders to go into the counting com- 
partments and create confusion. The significance of 
putting that time, i.e., 2 P.M. for the discontinuance 
of the security arrangements, which the authorities 
had made for guarding those premises, is not at all 
Intelligible, particularly when the evidence shows 
that the scrutiny and counting had not till then (2 
P.M.) ended but was still continuing and continued 
thereafter for several hours till late night. 

32. The absence of the security arrangement from 
2 P.M, and onwards, as averred in the evidence of 
not only by the respondent’s counting _ agents exa- 
petitioner’s witnesses, has been emphatically denied 
mined in the case but also by the six Assistant 
Returning Officers (R.Ws. 2 to 7). According to them, 
the adequat security arrangements as made on that 
day had continued In the same measure till the end 
and there was never slackening of it during the entire 
counting period which, as observed above, had con- 
tinued till late in th e night. In this connection, it 
will be useful to refer to the evidence of the Sub- 
divisional Magistrate, Khagaria (R.W, 5), who had 
also worked as the Assistant Returning Officer in 
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Parbatta Assembly segment. As he has given out, 
as the Mubdivlsional Officer of the Subdivision, he had 
gut prepared sin euunting halls, each of which 
measure 110 it. CD ft. and all which were covered 
anu enclosed; around those counting enclosures there 
was barbed wire fencing fs it. high on all sides with 
it! wooden poles at the distance of 20 it. from the 
enclosures; m that barbed wire fencing there was 
only one gate for coming in and going out; that barbed 
fencing was guarded by lathi constables and amicu 
force numbering about 40 and 20, respectively; at 
that fencing gate there was deputation of one suction 
of armed force consisting of one havildar and 4 sepoys; 
over and above that barbed fencing there was another 
barbed fencing having small gate where ballot boxes 
were kept beiore being brought to the counting seg- 
ments and on that gate also there was guard of one 
section of armed force consisting of one havildar and 
4 sepoys besides one Magistrate. His evidence further 
is that any outsider in order to come to the counting 
enclosures must pass Lhrough those gates und at the 
very first gate ho would not be allowed to enter the 
barbed fencing unless he had shown his pass issued by 
the authorities authorising him to enter the counting 
enclosures and that all through the counting' from 
begimng to end constant vigil was maintained by the 
police guard consisting of lathi and armed force with 
Officers posted all round the barbed wire fencing; the 
Assistant Superintendent of Police along with his 
subordinates was also camping and supervising the 
taw and order position in the counting premises all 
through the counting and that there was no relaxation 
of the security arrangement at any time from 7 A.M. 
on 10th March, 1971 till the despatch of the banui 
boxes containing counted ballots and other statutory 
packets to Mong'hyr which had been done at about 
4 A.M. on 11th March, 1971. He ha 3 seriously refuted 
the suggestion that from 2 P.M. and onwards on 
10th March, 1971 there was no guard at the above 
gates or inside the counting premises and that during 
those periods any outsider could come into the 
counting enclosures without any difficulty. His evi- 
dence also contains unequivocal denial of any forci- 
ble entry of any outsider into any of the six count- 
ing segments at any time during the counting and 
creation of rowdyism. According to him, if there 
was any such incident in the other five segments, 
being incharge of the law and order as the Sub-divi- 
sional Magistrate, he would have been informed of 
it but there was no such information received by 
him. I have already referred to the denial by the 
other five Assistant 'Returning Officers concerned of 
any such incident in other counting encloures. The 
District Magistrate (R.W. 1) has also denied 'to have 
received any report of any such incident. It there 
was any such illegal entry oi unauthorised outsiders 
creaking chaos and confusion in the segments, as 
alleged, it was only natural that the local authorities 
must have reported it to him (RW. 12 as inebarge 
of the district. Even if there was an omission on the 
part of the local authorities to bring this fad to his 
(R.W. l’s) notice the petitioner would have never 
failed to do so because of the seriousness of the matter 
which was bound to affect the result of the election. 
Hut nothing like this seems to have been ever done 
from her side. 


33 On the basis of above facts, I am not in the 
least inclined to believe in this allegation of the 
petitioner On the other hand, in the circumstances 
of the case I am inclined to think that this plea has 
been set up just for the purpose of this election peti- 
tion without any truth even though there was never 
any incident of forcible entry into the counting seg- 
ments of unauthorised persons during the whole 
period of counting, When her case m this b 'half is 
disbelieved, her connected allegation that due o MJch 
entry the counting staff were manoeuvred to legally 
increase the number of votes in favour of respondent 
No 1, resulting in the petitioners defeat stands self- 
condemned and most be discarded. 


34, Petitioner’s allegation regarding forcible seizure 
ot ballot papers by controlling the poling bootns by 
cue men ot responuenl No. 1 is contained m paragrapn 
J9 ot the election petition. As this allegation stands, 
u is of general nature where it has been sain that by 
controlling the booths a large number of ballot 
Papers bearing no signature of the Presiding Officers 
or the mdentiiymg marks were put into the ballot 
boxes and were cuunted lor respondent No. 1, though 
they were fit to be rejected. During the hearing, 
tins allegation lias been related to only two booths, 
namely, bootli No. 94 situated in Bhyamlal Rashi- 
tnya ucha Vidnyaluya, Khagariu and booth No. Ill 
located in Kanya Path sai, Maihipur, For tho first 
booth (No. 94), ner witnesses arc Deokinandan Prasad 
unci Jbmde.shwari Prasad Vcrma (P.Ws. 1 and 13, 
respectively). Doth of them were her counting 
agents in tins emotion. According to P.W. 1, when 
he was at booth No. 94 at 11.30 A.M. when the polling 
was going on, he noticed sudden arrival of some 20 
to 25 persons who snatched away ballot papers from 
the Presiding Officer and put tnem into ballot box 
after stamping. The statement of P.W. 13 is on the 
same line. According to him, ufter having cast hifl 
vote at his village booth he went to booth No. 94 at 
3 P.M, where he found many persons having sur- 
rouimed the Presiding Officer and snatching away 
ballots Irom his hands and putting them into the ballot 
box. The distance between his (P.W. 13’a) village 
and booth No. 94 was admittedly about two mues. 
There is nothing to show that he (P.W. 13) had any 
special work at booth No. 94. In such a circum- 
stance, it is not quite understandable what led his 
(P.W. 13) to go to booth No. 94 covering that distance 
alter finishing his polling in the village. 


35. It is, however, difficult to rely upon the above 
statements regarding controlling of booths by P.Ws. 
1 and 13 in the face of categorical denial on oath of 
the Presiding Officer concerned Kesharl Kishore 
Prasad (R.W. 22). He (R.W. 22) is a teacher in a 
Government school and was undisputedly the Presi- 
ding Officer at booth No. 94 during this election. He 
has sworn his testimony before the Court to deny 
the taking place of any such forcible voting by out- 
siders after controlling the booth. He has further 
disclosed that polling at this booth was throughout 
peaceful and there was never any ugly incident and 
that after the close of the poll he had submitted his 
usual diary reporting about peaceful poll, On be- 
half of the respondent this diary was called for but 
the District Election Officer could not send it to court 
because they had not been able to trace it out. There 
is nothing in his (R.W, 22’s) cross-examination 

uii whose basis his denial in this behalf can be doub- 


led. If here was any such incident of forcible seizure 
of ballot papers bv outsiders it was bound to be 
reported against by the Presiding Officer (R.W. 22) 
to higher authorities for necessary action. If he 
(R.W. 22) had tried to suppress it and reported 
peaceful polling to take credit for himself, as suggest- 
ed by the petitioner, iherc must have beefi some re- 
port from her (petitioner’s) side in that regard to 
the concerned authorities. But nothing like this 
seems to have been n me by her. On the other hand, 
as it appears, she kc.u quite in the matter and not 
only allowed the no. I mg to be over without any 
report but did not whisper any objection thereto at 
the subsequent stag™ till the result was out declar- 
ing her defeat. It is for the first time that she alleg- 
ed a case to that effect in her election petition and 
its reason is not far 1 3 seek. The possibility of any 
such forcible seize -of votes from the Presiding 
Officer is further lobbied. by the fact that his (R.W. 
^2’s) evidence cleai lv indicates that at that booth 
‘•here was sufficient notice forco besides the usual 
a rm ed patrolling rw'N' which was always moving 
Tiund to ensure peaceful polling. 
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36. Coming to booth No. Ill (located in Kanya 
Pathsala, Malhipur), petitioner’s witnesses are P.Ws. 
21 and 22 (Sheo Shankar Mehta and Gona Mahtoj. 
The former (P.W. 21) has said that as the polling 
agent of the Communist Party (marxist) candidate, 
Krishna Kant, he was present at the booth and when 
the polling was going on, a number of outsiders on 
behalf of the Socialist Party candidate Sheo Shankar 
Prasad Yadav (respondent No. 1) and other candi- 
date Kameshwar Singh arrived there and forcibly 
seized votes from the table of the Presiding Officer 
and consigned them to the ballot box after stamp- 
ing. His further statement is that against that ille- 
gal action he got a petition prepared by the Congress 
Party worker Gonar Mahto (P.W. 22) and filed it 
to the Presiding Officer raising protest. Though the 
original of that petition has not been brought on the 
record, but when they (P.Ws. 21 and 22) were in 
the witness box Annexure 5 to petitioner’s petition 
dated 22nd November, 1971 was read over to them 
and they admitted that this was a copy of their above 
alleged petition which was filed to the Presiding Offi- 
cer on that occasion. 


37. It is significant to find that though this election 
petition was filed on 22nd April, 1971 there was not 
even a whispher in it about the filing of any such 
protest (Annexure 5) to the Presiding Officer. I 
have already referred to the most vague nature of the 
petitioner’s allegation in this behalf in paragraph 19 
of the election petition. According to P.W. 21, against 
this illegality protest had been raised also by the 
polling agent of Maharaj Singh and general public 
had also filed a petition to the Presiding Officer on 
that occasion. No attempt, however, seems to have 
been made to get that petition of the general public 
in Court. Admittedly he (P.W. 21) is literate and 

had signed this petition after it had been drafted by 
P.W. 22. It is then not easily understood as to how 
he was prompted to have that petition written out 
by him (PW. 22) because there is no such case that 
at that time he (P.W. 2.) because there is no such 
case that at that time he (P.W. 21) was not himself in 
tion to draft it. He (P.W. 22) admits that out of 
those 20 — 22 persons who had indulged in this act ot 
illegal voting he recognised 1 to 12 of them as they 
were all of his area (elaka), but it surprising that 
in the petition (Annexure 5) no name was mentioned 
of any of them and it was alleged therein that the 
act of illegal voting in that way was being done by 
2 to 4 persons. 

38 To counteract the evidence of the petitioner 
regarding the aforesaid forcible seziure and casting 
of votes by the other side, respondent has examined 
the concerned Presiding Officer Sarioo Prasad San 
(R W. 33) who is Surveyor-cum-Estimator. Re- 
sides him, two other witnesses, R.W. 21 (Dr. D. N. 
Prasad) and R.W. 23 (Narayan Prasad Yadav) have 
also come forward on his behalf to denv th® ta_--y’ 
place of any such disturbance m this booth (No. HI).: 
According to him (R.W. 33), the polling at his 

booth was throughout peaceful and there was never 
any such incident. He had also submitted his usual 
diarv to the authorities reporting peaceful passing ot 
the polling. The respondent had called for that diary 
but it has not been possible for the authorities to 
send it to Court on the ground that it had not been 
possible for them to trace it. His evidence further 
shows the presence of sufficient police force at the 
booth to maintain peace and also the usual patrolling 
party to move about in the area to guard against any 
disturbance during the polling. Dr. Prasad (R W. ^1) 
has given out that this booth and his residential house 
was separated by a Katcha road and he was all along 
at his house on that dav as long as the poUms -ont- 
nue d and be never noticed any dwtnbance at the 
booth on that day. Similarly, Narayan Prasad Yadav 
fR W 23) has asserted to have all along been, presen. 
at that booth during the polling as he was incharge 


of issuing of slips to voters on behalf of respondent No. 
1 (Sheo Shankar Prasad Yadav) . There is nothing in 
their (R.Ws. 33, 21 and 23) evidence to discredit their 
testimony in this regard. 

39. Besides the above evidence of the respondent 
there is also the testimony of the District Magistrate 
R.W. 1), which seeks to corroborate the absence of 
any such incident at these (booths Nos. 94 and 111) 
during this election. According to him (R.W. 1), he 
had not received any report regarding any such dis- 
turbance on those booths, and as he has disclosed, he 
had received only one report during the whole polling 
of this Parliamentary election and that was regarding 
a booth in Ballia Assembly constituency in which the 
poll was suspended and there was re-poll and that was 
also to the extent that the remaining votes were allow- 
ed to be cast. From this evidence of the District 
Magistrate it can well be inferred that if there was. 
any incident of illegal casting o| votes after forcibly 
seizing them from the custody of the Presiding Officers, 
at these two booths it was bound to be reported to him 
for necessary action, as had been done in the above 
case where a re-poll to the extent required was effected. 

40. On the consideration of the above evidence and 

circumstances I feel wholly disinclined to accept the 
truth of petitioner’s allegation in this " ' ” ■ 

forcible seizure and casting of votes 

men of respondent No. 1 or any other candidate and 
it will not, perhaps, be incorrect to characterise her 
ease on this point to be far from truth just to give 
strength to her election petition. 

41. Adverting to the above specific irregularities in 
the counting of votes, which, as already mentioned, are 
alleged to have been committed when the counting 
staff were scrutinising and counting the votes candi- 
datewise, they are referred to in paragraphs 15, 16, 17, 
19, 20 and 21. To recapitulate, they were of the follo- 
wing order. Several ballots were removed and des- 
troyed as would be apparent from No. 16 where the 
number of ballots issued differs from the number of 
counted ballots; several ballots having petitioner's 
clear seals on her symbol or on her name were illegally 
and improperly rejected; the counting staff took out 
several valid ballots of the petitioner and mixed them 
with the doubtful ballots and rejected them mechani- 
cally by putting rejection seal on them; a large num- 
ber of ballot papers having seal on more than one 
symbol or on the shaded area or on the back of the 
ballot papers or having no seal or official seal on the 
symbol of respondent No. 1 were illegally counted in 
his favour; several bundles of ballots having less than 
50 ballots in them were counted for respondent No. 1 
as bundles of 50 each; several bundles of valid ballots 
of the petitioner were illegally mixed with the bun- 
dles of other candidates including respondent No. 1 
In paragraph 24 of this judgment I have already re- 
ferred to her witnesses, who are none but her count- 
ing agents of the different Assembly counting seg- 
ments (except Bakhri Assembly segment, for which 
no witness has been examined ) , who have come for- 
ward to speak about the commission of these irregu- 
larities by the counting staff against her. If her evi- 
dence on this point is to be believed, it tends to show 
that there was illegal conspiracy among all the count- 
ing staff in the different counting segments to damage 
the petitioner’s prospect with a view to help respon- 
dent No. 1 to win this election. As already noticed, 
the number of counting staff was fairly large and it 
consisted of one counting supervisor with two count- 
ing assistants on each of the 90 counting tables that 
had been spread in the six counting segments. More- 
over. in each of those segments there was an Assist- 
ant Returning Officer assisted by separate staff, whose 
tables were close to the counting tables. There is 
no sufficient material on the record on whose basis 
such a conspiracy could be suspected on the part of 
the counting staff to jeopardise petitioner's interest 
during the counting. There is nothing to show their 
particular interest in respondent No. 1 to make them 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12, 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1894 


[Part II — 


3058 


Interested in his welfare so as to secure his vlstory 
by taking for such illegalities in the counting of votes 
to inflate his number and deflate that of the peti- 
tioner. 


42. As their (P.Ws.) evidence stands, the illegali- 
ties so indulged in by the counting staff, were quite 
colossal and had continued for quite good time. It is 
then surprising as to how those counting agents of 
the petitioner thought of satisfying themselves by 
simply raising oral protests to them without caring 
to lodge any written objection with the Assistant Re- 
turning Officer concerned. Their plea that there 
was no use in raising any written protest in that be- 
half when their oral objections were of no avail with 
the counting staff is hardly convincing. In such a 
situation, if there was any such incident the normal 
reaction expected of them would have been to put in 
written protests against such highhandedness of the 
counting staff when they noticed that their oral ob- 
jections were not cutting any ice wih those staff. No 
doubt, on behalf of the petitioner, certain petitions 
that she had put in alleging such Illegalities in the 
scrutiny and counting of votes, have been brought 
on the record. But as the subsequent discussions will 
show, they are all of post counting period. 


43. In the election petition there is no inkling of 
the number of votes, even approximately, involved 
in any of these irregularities specifically. All that 
has been said in this behaf in paragraph 23 of the 
election petition is that because of them about 3,000 
ballots, fit to be rejected or of other candidates, were 
counted for respondent No. 1 and about 1,000 of her 
valid votes were illegally rejected. In the Court, 
however, from the mouth of her above witnesses at- 
tempt has been made to take out specific numbers 
under the different heads of these irregularities. It, 
however, becomes difficult to rely upon these figures 
when they are viewed in the background of their 
having been made from sheer memory after lapse 
no doubt, require any person to be possessed of ex- 
of almost nine months after the counting. It would, 
traordinary memory to remember these figures in so 
much detail and give them out in Court after such a 
long time, and I must say that what I saw of these 
witnesses in the witness box, I am not prepared to 
allow them the credit of such stupendous memory 
It is interesting to note that except P.W. 19, all her 
other witnesses on this point admitted that at the 
time they had noticed these irregularities being com- 
mitted by the counting staff, they noted their nature 
and number on a piece of paper, but they did not 
care to preserve those notes and allowed them to 'be 
lost only a few days thereafter (2 to 4 days Md. 
Rashiuddtn (P.W. 19) has admitted the avaiiabflfly 
of his that note in the pocket of his shirt left at his 
village home. No effort has, however, been made to 
get that note of this witness in Court, for reason best 
known to the petitioner. It is difficult to swallow 
the storv of the loss of those notes within such a 
short time of their making because it been taken 
out in the evidence of manv of them (PWs.l, 2 3, 
4 8 14 17 and partly of P.Ws. 7, 10 and 20) fhat the 
petitioner had been informed of those details on that 
very day or within a day or two of the publication 
of the result which took place on 11th March, 1971. 
The natural inference, in such a circumstance, would 
be that either there was no such note prepared bv 

thev° would' imt^support thei^testimonv^ a^gi^^out 
number and nature. 

44 As observed earlier, respondent No, 1 has pro- 
rlored before the Court all the six Assistant Return- 
ing Officers (R.Ws. 2 to 7), who have emphatically 


denied the allegation of any such irregularities during 
the scrutiny and counting of votes on the part of the 4 
counting staff. There is no dispute between the part- 
ies that the seats of these Asssistant Returning Officers 
were in the segments and their tables were quite 
close to the counting tables. No doubt, petitioner’s 
witnesses have tried to make out a case tnat they had 
orally complained to those officers against the com- 
mission of those irregularities by the counting staff, 
but they (Assistant Returning Officers) also did not 
listen to them. They have, however, denied the mak- 
ing of any such complaint to them by these counting 
agents of the petitioner. It is not easy to believe 
the petitioners’ witnesses on this point unless one can 
be pursuaded to think that they (Assistant Returning 
Officers) were also in the camp of respondent No. 1 
and hostile to the petitioner so as to ignore those com- 
plaints made by her counting agents. There is no 
material on record to give rise to any suspicion against 
them (Assistant Returning Officers), who were all 
responsible Government Servants holding responsible 
positions. Even in the matter of political stature Ihe 
petitioner appears to be higher in that prior to this 
election she had already contested five Assembly! 
elections and won four of them. She had also been a 
Minister in the State Cabinet for a period of about 
four years. AgainBt this, respondent No. 1 is said to 
have been a school teacher. In that background, they 
(Assistant Returning Officers) could not be said to 
have any reason to be overawed by his (respondent 
No. l's) personality as to be bias in his favour and 
act against the interest of the petitioner in this matter. 

45. The authenticity of the figures, as given out in 
the evidence of these counting agents (P.Ws.) of the 
petitioner, also becomes doubtful when those numbers 
are compared with their corresponding numbers in 
the result sheets (Exts. B series) which were, in due 
course of business, prepared by the authorities to note 
down the results of the counts after they were com- 
pleted. There is no such case that the figures in 
these result sheets were not correctly noted. In fact, 
there has been no challenge of the correctness of these 
refer to the Assembly segments of Khagarla and 
result sheets. To illustrate this point, I may first 
Ballia. According to P.W. 1, the votes secured by the 
petitioner and respondent No. 1 in his segment were 
1030 and 1480, respectively, whereas in the result 
sheet (Ext. B/5) these figures are 1180 and 1289. 
Similarly, P.W. 5 has given these numbers as 900 and 
1100 whereas in the result sheet (Ext. B/5) they are 
816 and 212. Again, in respect of the three candidates, 

B. K. Azad, Satish Prasad Singh and S. K. Mishra. the 
votes secured, according to P.W. 6, were 1290, 430 and 
3 whereas, according to the result sheet, they were 
1044, 232 and 14. P.W. 12 has given the number of 
votes polled by the petitioner and B. K. Azad on hifi 
table to be 800 and 600 whereas the result shhet shows 
them to be 667 and 827. In the same way, the number 
of doubtful rejected votes has been given bv P.W. 7 
to be 55 whereas it is 27 in Ext, B/5, P.W. 9 has said 
the figures under this head on his table to be 10-12 
but Ext. B/5 shows it to be 41, In the case of Ballia 
Assembly segment. P.W. 8 has given the figure of 
doubtful rejected votes on his table to he 5 or 7 but 
the result sheet ("Ext B/2) recites its number to be 
30. Similarly, P.W. 13 has given these figures on his 
table to be 2 whereas in the result sheet (Ext. B/2) 
it is 38. Similarly the Aluuli Assembly segment the 
total number of votes secured by the candidates B. K. 
Azad and Kameshwar Singh, as given out bv P.W. 20 
for his table, are 139 and 26 whereas in the result 
sheet (Ext. B) these figures are indicated as 717 and 70. 

46. Moreover, in paragraph 23 of the election peti- 
tion the total number of petitioner’s valid votes which 
were illegally reiected bv the counting staff is stated 
to be about 1,000 and those of illegal and improper 
notes which had been counted in favour of respondent 
No. 1 was about 3,000. If the figures deposed bv her 
witnesses in this regard are totalled up it is found 
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that they are much behind those figures of the- elec- 
tion petition. The total of the specific rejected votes, 
as given by those witnesses, comes to 511. No doubt. 
P.Ws. like Nos. 9, 10 lb unci 19 have not given any 
specific figures under this head, but they have leit 
it vague by using the expression “some rejected votes”. 
Even m the context of such evidence it would per- 
haps be wrong to infer that the total of those “some 
rejected votes’ , as deposed by them, would be no much 
as to make up the grand-total along with the above 
59 to be about 1,000. in the same way, the total of 
specific illegal and improper votes, as given by her 
witnesses, is 1492 besides the statement of her some 
witnesses, like P.Ws. 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16 and 19. 
who have given out the numbers of such votes to be 
“some”. It will not, perhaps, be correct to take the 
total of those “some", votes as given by these witness- 
es, to be about 1,500 to make up their grant-total of 
about 3,000. 


47. On the day of counting the petitioner (P.W. 33) 
admits to be stuymg m the Knagaria Inspection 
Bungalow, which was at about one mile from the 
counting premises according to her, whereas accord- 
ing to her another witness (P.W. 16), this distance 
would be aboil l 400 yards. She (P.W. 23) has admitted 
that on 11th March. 1971 at about 2.30 or 3 A.M., when 
she was in the Khagaria Inspection Bungiow, her 
counting agents Pramod Xanti and Awadh Poddar 
(P.Ws. 3 and 3) and two other counting agents, whom 
she did not particularly mark as she wus .in hurry, 
came and informed her regarding the commission of 
a lot of irregularities m the counting in their seg- 
ments, upon which she rushed to the place of the 
Sub-divi 3 ional Officer of Khagaria and filed a peti- 
tion (Ext. 1/a) 1o him; he (Sub-divisional Officer), 
however, told her that he was not gonig to do any- 
thing on that petition and that she should approach 
the Returning Officer about it, whereafter she re- 
turned to the Inspection Bungalow where she met 
h«r other agents Dookinandan Prasad and others 
who also told her about the commission of a lot of 
irroguarities in their counting segments and then she 
left for Monghyr by the first steamer and filed her 
petilion (Ext. 1/b) to the District Magistrate who 
was the Returning Officer but he rejected it and when 
he wanted to say something further he (District Ma- 
gistrate) stopped her saying ‘no argument. 

48 The Sub-divisional Officer of Khagaria is be- 
fore 'the Court as R.W. 5. He bad worked as the As- 
extant 'Roturnimj Officer In connection with this Par- 
^lian'mnt^r y 11 election in Parbatta A™bly segment. 
He has denied in clear term the filing ot this pen 
lion (Ext 1/a) before him, and there is nothmg to 

endorsement (Ext. 1/ tition was filed before 

(R.W. 4) has JASSKi been com- 

him after the coun ting ;i .his ^gmem Accorctinf , to 

pleted and not durir g . of th ; s petition because 

him, he did not tiy to “P nrn _ le + e( j earlier he did not 
the counting having . P orc j ( ’ r recounting, and 

consider himself c L P ' Assistant Returning Officer, 

that it was ^dressed to the Assistant j he (R w 

Khagaria Parliamentary C offic J r 0 f Bllia Assem- 

4) was the nt AsS i 1 f^l be relevant to refer here to the 
blv segment. It may n the Conduct, of 

provision of sub-rule ™ which, Assistant 

Elections Rules, included in the definition 

Returning Officer, wb 1 f , j drlpn f ro m entertaining 

of Returning °ffi cel ’ pr . on nting after he has completed 
any application for reernrn _g ^ R Js further 

and signed the resiffi .h t does not bear the 

Kirniiffleant to find that m ^ jt ia TO iv 

signature of the ne , ^his petition there is 

fffect “S/D Sumitra Devi . m uus y 


no mention of any specific mistake but it simply alleg- 
ed in a vague way that there was much mistakes in the 
cuuming voies in Ballia segment and the difference 
was very minor, and accordingly, recounting of votes 
of this segment was prayed for before the result was 
declared, Prom the result sheet of Baiba Assembly 
segment (Ext. B/2) it would, however, appear lhat 
tlie difference between the votes of the petitioner and 
respondent No. 1 was quite marked and not minor in 
that respondent No. 1 iiad polled 25,864 against peti- 
tioner's 13,284. On the very lace of it, the allegations in 
this petition were very vague and did not contain any 
allegation of specific irregularity. As already referred 
to, before filing this petition she had been informed 
about the commission of those irregularities in the 
counting by some of her counting agents in some 
detail. But it is unexplainable as to how she failed 
to recite any of those irregularities specifically in 
this petition filed to the authorities thereafter. 


49, As he (R.W. 4) has disclosed, having been 
unable to take any action on this petition of re- 
counting because of the counting having been already 
completed, he took this petition (Ext. 1/a) to Mon- 
ghyr on 11th March, 1971 when he went there on the 
truck which was carrying the counted ballots to 
Monghyr and made it over to the District Magis- 
trate personally there. Erom the subsequent discus- 
sions it will be seen that the District Magistrate had 
dealt with this petition and rejected it on merit alone 
with two other petitions of the petitioner that he had 
received. 


50. Ext. 1 dated 10th March, 1971 is another peti- 
tion which the petitioner (R.W. 23) avers to have 
filed to the Assistant Returning Officer ol' the Khaga- 
ria Assembly segment during her visit Lo that seg- 
ment that day at 7 R.M. As she (P.W. 23) has given 
out, she had filed it as she happened to see herself 
irregularity in counting consisting of counting of bal- 
lots beuring stamp in red ink in favour of the candi- 
date Kameshwar Singh on one table. It (Ext. 1), 
is said to be m her pen and sgina- 
ture. In this petition (Ext. 1), which wus 
addressed to the Deputy Election Officei 
(Up Nirwaehan Padadhikari) , Khagaria, Monghyr an 
office which did not exist, she alleged that during 
the third round of counting on table No. 1 she had 
noticed seals in two different inks, red and blue, hav- 
ing been used on ballot papers and that red ink seals 
hod been used only on the votes polled in favour oi 
the candidate Kameshwar Singh. On this allegation, 
she requested for enquiry into the matter averring 
that on that booth one person had put all the ballots 
in the box after stamping them. As the allegations 
in it stood, they were all quite vague and indefinite 
in nature in that neither the total number of such 
billots or the serial number of any of them was in- 
dicated. The Assistant Returning Officer of Khaga- 
ria Assembly segment was Shn R. C. P. Verma 
(R W 7) He has admitted the filing of this petition 
S him on 10th March, 1971, by the petitioner 
Sumitra Devi His statement, however, is 
thatT'as this petition was not addressed to him but it 

3-;-ss 

ff four warded 1 it^to 8 the 

yn™t r i^lbat°he a had 1 verified the allegation of this peti- 
tion and informed the petitioner Srimati Sumitra 
Devi that two types of ink, as mentioned in it, had 
Uevi that i Election Commission for use of 

ffiTpS^ Offlcem at the time of polling In this 
cnnnecBon I may refer to the evidence of 

* had^beln^employed as Wsiding 
Officers at the time of poll in connection with this 
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Parliamentary election on booth No. 94 in Khagaria 
town and booth No. Ill in village Malhipur, Both 
these persons have indicated that two types of inks 
were supplied to them for use during the polling. 
The one used for affixing Presdiing Officer's seals on 
the ballots was in red and that used by the voters 
in stamping the ballots polled by them was in blue. 
A reference to the Hand Book for Returning Officers 
(1970), as published by the Election Commission of 
India, also mentions the ink tablets of two colours, 
namely, red and blue in the list of the polling mater- 
ials to be supplied to the polling party (vide Annexure 
VIII). In such a circumstance, it is difficult to read 
any irregularity in this matter. It is probable that 
at the sight of red seals on them she suspected that 
they were spurious ballots and filed her above peti- 
tion on that basis. 


51. On the above facts, I am not prepared to con- 
cede that the concerned Assistant Returning Officer 
(R W 7) was very much in the wrong 
Kffien he declined to hold an enquiry on 
that petition (Ex. 1), what to speak of 
recounting the votes. In the circumstances, his 
action in simply forwarding it to the Returning Offi- 
cer cannot be commented against. From the subse- 
quent discussion it will also appear that this petition 
had received due consideration at the hands of the 
Returning Officer (R.W. 1) who rejected it along 
with some other petitions that he had received on 
behalf of this petitioner. 

52 The other petition of the petitioner is Ext, 1/b, 
which she had admittedly filed at Monghyr before 
the Returning Officer on 11th March, 1971. In this 
petition she alleged large irregularity in the counting 
of votes in the Ballia and Khagaria Assembly seg- 
ments. She said that a number of votes which did 
not bear the signature of the Presiding Officers and 
wrong ballot papers had been counted in favour of 
the Samyukta Socialist Party candidate by which she 
meant respondent No. 1. On these allegations she 
requested him to have the votes of those two segments 
recounted before declaring the result of the election. 
It is significant to mark that in this petition, which 
she had filed at Monghyr after whole counting in the 
different segments was over, she alleged irregularities 
only in respect of Billia and Khagaria segments. Their 
kinds also were only two in nature. Against this, the 
irregularities alleged in the election petition as al- 
ready shown, are of many other kinds. In the evi- 
dence adduced for the petitioner they have also been 
specifically attributed to the olher Uiree sgments, 
namely, Parbatta, Alauli and Chautham also, 

53. The Returning Officer (R.W. 1) had admitted 
the filing of above Ext. 1/b before him at Monghyr by 
Srimati Sumitra Devi, whom, as he says, he recog- 
nised from before. His evidence also shows receipt 
by him of the above other two petitions (Exts, 1 
1/a). Ext. A is his (R.W. l’s) order sheet under whcih 
he had disposed of these three petitions. As this paper 
shows, he (Returning Officer 5, after due considera- 
tion of the allegations made in those petitions, had 
rejected them for which he assigned his reasons and 
did not concede to her prayer of recounting of any of 
the counting segments and declared the result of the 
election in due course. Under sub-rules (2) and (3) 
of rule 63 relating to recount of votes, of the Conduct 
of Elections Rules* 1961, a candidate or, in his absence, 
his election agenl or any of his counting agents, is 
authorised to apply in writing to the Returning Offi- 
cer to recount the votes either wholly or in part stat- 
ic the grounds on which he demands such recount 
and on tfe making of such application, the Returning 
Officer is to decide the matter and he may allow .the 
mr l ’ation either in whole or in part or may reject 
U ?n to if it appears to him to be frivolous or un- 
reasonable As I have already observed, the Return- 
ing Officer had rejected all these three applications 
regarding recounting treating them as being wholly 
without merit, by assigning reasons. 

54 Tn the evidence of respondent No. l’s admitted 
election aglnt Kumar Indu Bhushan (R.W. 82), who 


is the Principal of a college, it has been stated that 
at the close of the counting of votes in the different 
segments the Assistant Returning Officers announced 
the result of the polling in their respective segment. 
His evidence further is that on those results it was 
found that his father (respondent No. 1) had led by 
553 votes over his nearest rival Srimati Sumitra Devi. 
That there was such an announcement at the close 
of the counting also appears to be so from the evidence 
of the Assistant Returning Officers (R.W. 2 to 5). In 
this connection, it was argued with vehemence that 
there could not be any announcement of such results 
under rules, and a case sought to be made by respon- 
dent No. 1 to this effect in Court is not without pur- 
pose. It is difficult to accept this argument having 
regard to sub-rule (1) of rule 63 of the aforesaid 
1961 Rules, which permits a Returning Officer, which 
includes Assistant Returning Officer, to announce the 
total number of votes polled by each candidate after 
completion of the counting and recording those results 
In the result sheet in Form 20. As the evidence of the 
District Magistrate (R.W. 1) indicates, he had receiv- 
ed her above three petitions at Monghyr at about 
10 A.M, on 11th March, 1971. From the statements 
of the six Assistant Returning Officers (R.Ws. 2 to 7) it, 
appears that the actual counting of votes in all the 
segments were complete by about midnight on 10th 
March, 1971 and the other processes regarding build- 
ing up of the counted votes etc. were also over soon 
thereafter. In such circumstances, the possibility of 
her having thought of filing the two petitions (Exts. 
1/a an<? 1/b) on those allegations because by that 
time she had known to have almost lost the election 
having secured 553 votes less than respondent No. 1, 
cannot be eliminated. 

55. The Sub-divisional Magistrate of Khagaria, who 
had also worked as the Assistant Returning Officer 
in the Parbatta Assembly segment (R.W. 5) has said 
that he recognised Srimati Sumitra Devi and she was 
mostly sitting by the side of his table during the 
counting and from time to time she used to go out 
of that counting hall but mostly she was with him 
in his (R.W. 5’s) counting hall. From the statements 
of the other Assistant Returning Officers it also ap- 
pears that during the counting she had been visiting 
those counting places from time to time. There seems 
no sufficient material to discredit their such evidence, 
Such a conduct on her part was also natural in view 
of the fact that she had not, admittedly, appointed any 
eloction agent, and as such could not allow the whole 
show of counting being managed and looked after by 
her counting agents only, particularly when, as the 
above figures of voting will show, her prospects of 
winning were not meagre. 


56. The allegations of affixing of the rejection seals 
on the doubtful rejected ballots by the counting 
supervisors themselves on tthe counting tables, as 
testified to by the aforesaid petitioner’s counting 
agents examined in the case have been seriously re- 
futed by the above Assistant Returning Officers, who 
have given out on oath in unmistakable terms that 
on them they had themselves affixed the rejection 
seals and it was never done so by any of the count- 
ing supervisors. In fact, positive evidence, as 
given from the other side, is that the rejection seals 
were always in their (Assistant Returning Officers ) 
custody on their table there could be no question Of 
any counting supervisor trying to affix it on his count- 
ing table, The evidence, whose reliability cannot be 
doubted has also come to prove that from the counting 
tables all the doubtful ballots were sent by the count- 
ing staff to the table of the Assistant Returning Offi- 
cer where he used to scrutinise them and reject or 
accept them on merit after affording opportunities to 
different counting agents to attend the scrutiny and 
then affix the rejection seals on the rejected ballots 
himself on his table. Rule 56 A of the Conduct o 
Elections Rules, 1961, gives the grounds on which the 
ballot papers can he rejected by the Returning Officer. 
It further enjoins upon the Returning Officer to allow 
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the counting agents present reasonable opportunity to 
inspect the ballot paper before rejecting it. It also 
requires the Returning Officer himself to record his 
rejection of the letter 'R’ and the grounds of rejection 
in abbreviated form either by his own hand or by 
means of a rubber stamp. In the face of his manda- 
tory provision regarding affixing of rejection seal by 
the Assistant Returning Officer himself on the rejected 
ballot papers in the above way it cannot be believed, 
in the absence of convincing evidence which is defini- 
tely lacking in this case, that the Assistant Returning 
Officers would have allowed the counting supervisors 
to affix the rejection seals on the rejected ballots on 
their counting tables in clear violation of these rules. 

57. In his concluding argument, learned counsel for 
the petitioner, argued that apart from the other evi- 
dence produced by her to prove her allegations of 
improper and illegal reception of votes in favour of 
respondent No. 1 and rejection of her valid votes which 
had materially affected this election, her case in this 
regard must be accepted as true if the recrinynatory 
petition which respondent No. 1 had filed in this case 
is taken into consideration. In support of the sub- 
mission, he has taken me through this recriminatory 
petition and also referred to certain admissions made 
by respondent No. 1 (R.W. 12) in his evidence in 
Court. 

68. The above recriminatory petition was filed by 
respondent No. 1 on 7th October, 1971. In its affidavit, 
which was sworn by respondent No. 1 himself, the 
statements in the relevant paragraph 6 etc. regard- 
ing commission of irregularities in the counting were 
stated by the deponent to have been received by him 
from his election agent which he believed to be true. 
In his evidence in Court, R.W. 12 (respondent No. 1) 
said that whatever he had stated in that recriminatory 
petition on the information received from his count- 
ing and election agents were correct. 

69. Parties were heared on the above recriminatory 
petition and it was rejected as being time barred by 
the Court in its order dated 23rd October, 1971. Admit- 
tedly, respondent No. 1 moved the Supreme Court 
against that order, but subsquently the Supreme Court 
allowed him to withdraw that appeal and it was dis- 
missed as withdrawn on 1st December, 1971. 

60, In paragraph 6 to 11 of the recriminatory peti- 
tion, respondent No. 1 alleged commission of several 
irregularities, reciting them, at the hands of the count- 
ing staff in favour of the petitioner. No doubt, those 
allegations in the recriminatory petition are similar to 
the alleged irregularities in the election petition. They 
were, however, alleged to have been committed for 
the petitioner whereas in the election petition the 
alleged irregularities are said to have been committed 
for respondent No. 1. It will thus appear that the 
scone of the two is quite contradictory to each other. 
If those allegations of the recriminatory petition are 
to be regarded as true which, according to petitioner’s 
counsel, is to be treated as his admission of his case 
of commission of irregularities in the counting of 
votes, then they have to be considered as a whole and 
not in part. In other words, they cannot be separated 
as to be used in favour of the petitioner by way of 
his admission of her allegations in this behalf and 
leave the rest, namely, where those alleged irregulari- 
ties are said to have been committed for the petitioner, 
out of oresent consideration. If they ore token in 
whole they would not appear to be helpful to the 
cause of the petitioner inasmuch as they are alleged 
to have been committed in her favour as to boost up 
the number of her votes. Moreover as already 
shown, the correctness or otherwise of those allega- 
tions in +be recriminatory petition were not tested 
because it was ceiectcd in limine being barred by 
limitation. On these reasons, I am unable lo hold 
with the petitioner on this point, and, as the matter 
stands, I do pot think the allegations made in this 
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recriminatory petition can be available to her to sub- 
stantiate her case in this behalf, to prove which. In the 
very nature of allegations, the onus /heavily lies on 
her for Beeking Buccess in the election petition. 

61. Thus, on a careful consideration of all the above 
evidence and attending circumstances, I have no 
hesitation to hold that the petitioner has singularly 
failed to establish her case made out in the election 
petition about the alleged commission of irregularities 
in the shape of improper reception of invalid votes by 
respondent No. 1 and also illegal rejection of her valid 
votes which had materially affected the result of the 
election. That being so, this issue is answered in the 
negative and decided accordingly. 

Issue No. 4: 

62. As already stated, the number of votes secured- 
by respondent No. 1 was 73,594 and those by the peti- 
tioner were 73,046. This gave a lead of 548 votes to 
respondent No. 1 over her. These facts are not dis- 
puted. There is also no dispute that the other con- 
testants in the field had secured less number of votes 
and that the nearest rival to respondent No. 1 in this 
matter was this petitioner having secured above votes. 
In view of my above findings, it is manifest that It 
has not been proved by the petitioner that those votes 
of respondent No. 1 included any improperly received 
or void vote, So also, she has failed to prove that 
any of her votes had been improperly refused or rejec- 
ted, In the circumstances, both these numbers of 
votes received, namely, 73,594 by respondent No. I 
and 73,046 by the petitioner must beregarded as their 
valid votes, and on this showing the question of her 
having received a majority of the valid votes did not 
arise. Accordingly, her case that she had received 
majority of the valid votes is overruled and conse- 
quently, her claim to be declared elected in this elec- 
tion is also negatived. This issue is, accordingly, 
decided against the petitioner. 

Issue No. 5: 

63. As already noted, the relief claimed bv ber are 
to declare the election of the returned candidate (res- 
pondent ' T o. 1) as void and to declare her to be the 
duly elected member of the Parliament from this con- 
stituency (31-Khagaria Parliamentary Constituency). 
On the above findings, it is, however, clear that she is 
not entitled to anv of these reliefs. It is, therefore, 
field that she is not entitled to any relief in this elec- 
tion petition. 

64. In the result, the election petition is dismissed 
with costs against contesting respondent No, 1 and 
without costs against the rest. Heraing fee Rs. 500/- 
(Rupees five hundred). Office will comply with the 
r^nuirements of section 103 of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, without any delay. 

(Sd.) C.P. SINHA. 

Patna High Court. 

The 8th March, 1972. 

fNo. 82/BR/2/71.] 


New Delhi, the 31st May 1972 

S O. 2113. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 13A of the Representation 
of the People Act. 1950. the Election Commission in 
consultation with the Government of Himachal Pra- 
desh. hereby nominates Shri K. G. Pandeva. Financial 
Commissioner, Himachal Pradesh, as the Chief Electo- 
ral Officer for the State of Himachal Pradesh with 
effect from 26th April, 1972 and until further orders, 
vice Shri D- HmingUana Tochhawng granted leave, 

[No, 154/HP/72,] 
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rite fHE?EE RiEfE 

El fEwTt, 31 Ft, 1972 
T[Ro W|o 2113- — HtF FfofHfafT FfRfEEE, 

1950 ft am 1 3 FFt hfhut ( 1) £m few ErfFTEr ft 

WET FET frr fEE^EE EIETE f (UTTER FEET R^FFr % 

>UTFof Jr ft pR° ffREfRETEr etwee f wjt t u r eR 

EFt FT, ssft F° Fto FFSET, farltE RIEFE, FFF 

FT 25 FFR-, 1972 F FER ETEET EFT ffRIEH FEE U^T 
F fRE JTW fHEfEE ETfREp- % R rrEfSTR ETRfEEfEH 
TOT | I 

[Re 15-l/ff° To/ 72 ] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 22nd Avril 1 972 

S.O. 2114. — Whereas, the Election Commission Is 
satisfied that Shri Naurangi LaL Pipil s/o Sliri Ram 
Swarup, Village Tapa Kburd, Post Ofilce Firozabad 
District, Agra, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate 
for election to the House of the People from 72-Firoza- 
bad Parliamentary Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses in the manner as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notices has not given any reason or explanation for 
the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such 
failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Naurangi Lai Pipil to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being e member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-HP/72/71 (17) .1 

STT%R 

EffFWT, 22#T, 1972 

T[Ro tffo 21 1 4 .— EE: fEEfEE VTETE FT RETRTE 
ft EET I fF EtF RET % fRE IheWe % fNE 72-fFTtETETT 
ER<ftE fEEfEE WE R FFPT RE^t ETvT ft EVqt 

NTH fqfFR MY UR FERE, ETE EIREfE, ET° fFUEIEIE 

fFHurmT ref f^e RtF FfEfERFE srfafwr, 1951 
EET EESfTE EEE[ jpr fqjnff JUT RJTfWE ftfE Jr SEPT 

fEEfEE ®iet ft Wet eiUtr ft% Jr wh 7 % g ; 

2 . Rfr q?r: ; HRE HTEfEEU E, hJt RFTF 

f^tr hrT FT FT 5TFfr fE EFREI % fETT Fif FUR ERET 
RTtfl + RE E(ft fW I; EET fEEfEE STTEtE FT Ef ERTETE 
(ft EET S' fF HEF TFT TTE FEFRET % fJfiT Ftf FEfET 
FFN FT ■E 19*1 P'1 HI Eft 

3. FE: EE, EFT FfRfEER Ft RTR 1 OF % tFHFF 

if PrqHd FteIe reftth hft Et EluftEiE fufFR 


Ft ERE % f TFT EFTt if A fFET FT ETE F TT fFET ^RE Ft 
fERTE FPHT FT-TFr fEETE EftRE F EEUT EE RTE EH StE 

-s O 

% f%TT, w Ft FrfEf ir fTf ft FurrFrv F 

ffirf^TT FrfTfT FTFT ^ I 

[Tf^ Ho 5To-Nfo Eo/ 72/71 ( 17 )] 

New Delhi, the 25 th April 1972 

5.0, 2115.- — Whereas, the Elec ion Commission is 
satisfied that Shri Chandra Shekhar s/o Shri Deota 
Din,, Village Punda, Post OfHce Rithuakhor, District 
Gorakhpur, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for 
the bye-election to Ihc Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly from 191-Maniram Assembly Constituency 
held in 1971 has failed to lodge an account of his 
election exepnses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under. 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notices has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Chandra Shekhar s/o Shri Deota Din, to be 
disqualified for being chosen ns and for being a mem- 
ber of either House of Parliament or of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, UP-LA/191/71 (Bye! (I h] 

fI fftY 25 srfcr, 1972 

rrRo VTo 211 5. — FT - ., fFFjFT TTPTET FT TRTETET FT 
FTT t fF 1 97 l Ft FT F^T fatEH RET % faR HR- 
faVrEE % fRE 191-RTRtUE RET fRE^EE Tt ^ETE 
REE EtvT OF HwftFTrT ET EE!#fip- R^E >sfr ETETEfFTE, 
ETR 9WT, FTo fTSEE3ft T , fEET EfyfFJT, REfT R>F RET 
FfEfRfFE EftlfERR 1951 RET REVET EETR RE fRERf 
gjTT RET EEftfd ET^T fEEfEE 5RET FT NET Erf’EE FTE 

Jf ttrfe f ; 

eV, re:, EFT RRRfTEU- HR RJRF ^EETE fE^T 

FT '4f , 7Rfft TTEEt FR ERFEET % farr R?ff FT^E EEET 
PT r -JF<E Eff fFTT EET fETTEE ETEET FT EE RRTSTE 
ft EET ^ fF HR% ETR HR ERFERT F fH<r Ft^ EET C E FITE 
TTEET ?ETEtfEE Eft | I 

EE: : HE, HER EfvfEER Ft RTTT 1 0-F % EER7-R E 
fEEfEE ETEET TteFEUT HER %ft ETJTtEF Ft ERE % TtEf 
RERt Jf Jf fFEt 7ft HER F ET fF(ft 7T7E Ft fERTE RET 
FEET fERTE EffbE % REHT ^ FTE eV f^E F fRp 
RrEF Eft ET^Nf Jr rftE EE t[E ft FTR fEfff f fRE fETffE 
EtfEEFUTT^ I 

[Ro Ho Ro - fEo R 0 / 191 / 71 /HF (l)1 

5.0. 2116. — Whereas the Election Commission Is 
satisfied that Shri Paltoo s/o Shri Budhiram, Village 
and Post Office Bahrampur, District Gorakhpur. Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for the blc-election 
to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembl v from 191- 
Maniram Assembly Constituency held in 1971 has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act. 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 
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2. And whereas, the notice issued to Shri Paltoo has 
been received back undelivered as the whereabouts of 

\he candidate are not known, and the Election Commi- 
ssion is satisfied that he has no good reason or justifi- 
cation for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Paltoo, S/o Shri Budhiram, to be disquali- 
fied for being chosen as and for being a member of 
either House of Parliament or of tliu Legislative 
Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period 
of three years from the date of thi3 order. 

[No. UP -LA/191/71 /Eye (2).] 

m 

tJHo fao 211 6. — RAT FarFaA Alfafi TT AHTAT \ Si 
RATI fT 1971 TT ijrr RVR ’t'TRT PAATA HAT % fan '3R- 
% fan 1 9 1 -RTRRTR fAAlAA 6T<T A AATA ATA fU 

fa tr tjja fa fsffanT, ttph ft rPo at° rfrtar; 7 , Part 
atr hat AfTfTfaH aPeiFarh, 1951 

3faf FT ft f TAfn Rn fTRAT ART A f -ST f ATT FaRi id 
awt *FT Ttf fa ANT TTfaA TUT if AHHwT t£ % 

aV, RA:, fa RAA Tf Alfa fa Rf JJAAT fAAT faAffa 

rtw at Af t Tfafr AfafcAR t sfa-fcrfa tt fa£ rat 
A fa % aTa fafaAA ATRfa tt art-jta fa art % % art 

ART AHRHrll % fan fat TTf r -fT TRW AAAT TRTAfffaT 
Afafa 1 

SET:, AA, TFT aFaFaRR fa ART 1 0-T T A^ATA 

Jr Pahaa airr fts/tart att fa att h)ja fa ffauA fa 

RHR % ffaft fa NTT % AT fTfa HTR fa PRAIA TAT AAAr 
fRETTA 9 ft’K % dl'T A*R fa% % fan 1 aT ART 

fa ATffa % rfRT Tf 5ft TTAtFet T far pAfafa mf'TrT TRTT 

t I 

[Ho do Ao-fA° do 191/71 /ar ( 2)] 

S.O. 2117. — Whereas the Election Commission is 
justified that Shri Ram Avadh, S/o Shri Chbatanki 
Village Nathmalpur, Post Office Lachhipur District 
Gorakhpur, Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate for the 
bye-election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly 
fijom 191-Maniram Assembly Constituency, held in 1971 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after du* 
notices hijf not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he 
has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now. therefore, in pursuance of setcion 10A of the 
said Act the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Ram Avadh, S/o Shri Chhatunki, to be dis- 
qualified for being chosen as and for being a member of 
either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assem- 
bly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 
three years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/191/71 (3).1 

^otflo 2 1 1 7. — RA:, Pdfaffd ATAtT TT HATEITA (ft ART 
$ fa 1 !) 7 1 fa §n AHA far faETTA AWT % fan AA-fdATAA 
^ pAtr 1 9 1-HlfaUH fd^ffid far % ^ATA Hfa APT A*fa- 
AAR fa TTA AAJ fa APT AAAA^'T", Tt° AT° 


rsuT'jl Prat r'ttwjp atk at a, att aPaPaPacA aFa- 

PAAA, 1 9 5 I TAT AA'jfA AAfP A A pAAAT TART Tf faff ART 
fddldd *AAT TT Tit At A'AT AlPtA Tft A AATA Tt f ; 

AA-', ATT A^ATAAR t, AA A^AT ^AATTf fAtf 

atA AT, ttttT ^a aataat t Pap At# tra aaat 

pT'aTtPA AST pAAT '?> ; AAT PAAIAA AFTTA Tr Tff AATATA 
fir A J r f'jT AAT ATA ?A AATAir T Pro; Ttf AAEA TRT 
TTAAT RPATfTA Ajfr | I 

AA-, AA, ATT aFaPtAA TT ART 1 0-T % AfTUA 
A fAfffAA AfATA A^A^TU ATT HA AAA pp}A At UA tP 
TT AAA T PfaT 'Ar AAA % Ar PtaT Ar^A TT fAATA AAT 
AAAT pAArA ApTAA T AA^T AA Aft TfTT ATA % fA 17 , I'A 

A O 

wrtr tT at -Pa a aTa At At tpti fa T fAA f A^PfiA 
a'tPaa trtt ^ I 

[AO AO Ro-Pao Ao/l9l/7l/AA ( 3)] 

New Delhi, the 1st May 1972 

S.O. 2118, — Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that Shri Chota S/o Shri Mustaq Ahmad, 
Mohnllu Qanungoyan, Hindu Purkuzi District Muzaffar- 
nagar (Uttar Pradesh), a conesting candidate for 
election to the House of the People from 82-Muzaffar- 
nagar Parliamentary Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notices has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act. the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Chota to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of thiee years from 
tho date rf this order. 

[No. UP-HP/32/71 (18) .] 
fff fTcAT 1 Af , 19 7 2 

AA o AT t> 2 1 i 8. — AA:, ffalTAA ATRIA T1 A AT ATA AT 
AAT ^ fT ATT HAT fan fAATAA % fan' g 2-TpTHTTAAT 
AA'faT fa 55 fa A ETA A AA1A A fa Alfa A-faTRATT AT 
AitAT RAATT AAA R, Hto tTaaa[ATA 'i . v 1 fa. 
fAAT HTTiR-R: (APT ATa) AlA RfafafacT ApRpAAA, 
19 51 AAT ARt-ffa ATTA AA pRAAf RTH RAT A^PsTA AAA 
fARpRA ATRp TT TTf fa falT RTffar Tfa JT AHTA TR f ; 

AIT, RA:, AAA AJ-'fa'TRTT A, AA RPRT ^AATA Pfa 
ATA T r fa, AAAT i(H AATAAT % pT’ 7 Tt^ TRA AAAT 

tr faTTT Asf Part t ; Afa Par? aa atr'tr tt art tta 
A t RAT & Ft ART AFT ?A AAT AAT T fan TrF ARpA TRR 
ARAT 'RrRlfabR Rfff | I 

AA:, AA, ATT AfaFARA Tl m T T 1 0-T Y A-JAPR 
Jf FTAfaA ATRtR i'.dRTRT ATT fa UTTr Tt AAR T fafa 
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[Part IT 


'41' RRR % RT feft TTTR # fRSTFT RRT RW fRRTR 
nfiuR % uttu ur% rYt ffpt % Pi o trt ctt^t crrft 7 !! 
% iftfi spj # TTRTRfR % fUR ftT^R RtfRR RiTRT t ; 


[fro To Sfo-Tto To/ 82/71/ ( 18 )] 

New Delhi , the 2nd May 1972 

8,0. 2119. — Whereas the Election Commission Is 
satisfied that Shri Rao Mahmood Ahmed Khan, S/o 
Shri Rao Ahmad Khan Ahmad Manjll Shahmadar 
Street. Shaharanpur District Dehra Dnn, Uttar Pradesh, 
a contesting candidate for election to the House of the 
People from 85-DehraDun Parliamentary Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even ufter due 
notices has not given any reason or explanation for 
the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such 
failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Rao Mahmood Ahmad Khan to be disquali- 
fied for being chosen as and for being a member of 
either House of Parliament or of the Legislative 
Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a per- 
iod of three years from the date of this order, 

[No UP-HP/85/71 (19) .] 

filpRUV, 2 Rf, 1972 

qflowto 211 9. — Rtf:, Piqp°M RTRTRTT RdlHTRi^t RRT 
Pf? uH RRT % fUR PrPtR % fUR 8 5-%Tiy fRtffRR 
Jr RRTR U"SR RT% RTRlRRIT «ft TTR RTpjR RpTRR RTt Ijy 
TPf Jtft, RRRR RfTU UiyUT yN, RffiTRRT, 

TUT NTT SrftffafsjcR UfafRRR, 1951 RRT tfRRVfi 

gvnrr RR ffitufr ITTT RRT STTfftttf RTR ftTRfRR SRR't TT 

qrtf JT'rr rt(%u ’ftr Jr tret t| f ; 

wVt, Rtf: tftftf TwftWT tf tfJf RTR»F RRRT fa? RTR 
<TT Rt, Rtffft i[R RRRiUtfT % fUR •tUTR RRRT TRRftRTT'R 
y t ftfRT | WlT ftfRpRtf RTRfR TT R? RRTRTtf ft RRT | 
faf7 TTT ITT TR RRRWtfT % fUR qftf hR^tf PT 

^RTRYfRcR tfff 

str:, rr, to TftrPm ^t nitt i o tt % rrrtr if 

fwqfdfi RTRtR RtfR* ,TT RRtf s Tt TIT WJTRR TT 

% f%Rt Rt RRR % RT PfiffT TT^R Tt fWR RRI 

^«r fi f fur i‘ tPt rr s % rrtr ur# rYt jft% % %r, sr 

4it fiTftN JT tfttf Tcf ft % ftfR ftfTftjtf RtfRtf 

TTdr % I 

[tro Totrc-HtoTo/85/71 ( 19)] 

New Delhi, the lOt/i May 1972 

S O 2120, — Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that Shri Raj Kumar S/o Shri Krishna Kumar, 
r/o Bithoor Kalan, Ward No. 1 Post Bithoor, Kanpur 
District Kanpur, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candi- 
date for election to the House of the People from 
04-Bllhaur Parliamentary Constituency, has failed to 


lodge an account of his election expenses as required 
by the Representation of the People At, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 

the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Raj Kumar to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisla- 
tive Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. * 

[No. UP-HP/64/71 (20) .] 
tff ffcUt, lORf, 1972 

fTfTaSfro 1 22 0; — Rtf: farf-Td UpfRPPT TRUITT RRJ 
I fr urn RRT % farr fsfqfa'T % fuR 64-fa^T RRRtR 
fdRTRd STT Jr UfiTR UwftWT Aft TFT $RTT 

IfJT s ft iFi tn T 5pTTT, r^T TUT, •Xti Ro 1, fto fflot 
Tl Ry, fum TR.RT TUTR^T UtT RfdfdfaTT wMdRR, 
19 51 d*rr RRTR RR ffifiRt 5TU RRT IfitfUcr RRd 
fdRPRT 3RRT TT Ritf 'fit HUT RTpRU TTR R R8W T^ 
* ; 

TtVt, RR:, RRcf RTRIrRIT ^ uJr RTRT IJRRT fdR 
UF[ RT Rt, STCrY UdRiUdr % fun Tt$ TRN 5TRRT URdt 
TTRT feRT ^ U^T ffiRNd NTRtR TT Rf vft RRIRTR 
RRT £ fT UR% RTR TR RRRiUdT ^ fUR RJlf TR^T RRTR 
RT JRTRTf^rR R^t 

STR:, RR, RRT RfafdRR Rlt RTTT 1 0 "fi % RRRTR 
t fdRfRR UrR'rR RdTSTITT TTR ’ft TTR RTRTT ft RRR 
% fRTft vfl fRR % RT fdtfr TTTR qrt fdUTR RRT RRRT fRSTFT 
qfUTR % RRTR Rfi 3TTd RtT ftR % fUR, Tfi RT^U "fit RrflRr 
Jr dtd RR ^t TrUrRfd % fUR f^TTffR RtfRR STflT I I 

[?to To Ro -UTo Ro/ 64/7 1 ( 20) ] ^ 

S.O. 2121. — Whereas the "Election Commission Is 
satisfied that Shri Shaukat Ali, S/o Shri Nazir, r/o 
598-Fathfullganj Kanpur district Kanpur, Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the 
House of the Pople from 05-Kanpur Parliamentary 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2, And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Ejection Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Shaukat Ali to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legis- 
lative Council of a State for a period of three years 
fro m the date of this order, 

[No, UP-HP/05/71 (21) ,J 



Sbc. 3(H)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12 , 1972/SftAVANA 21, 1894 3065 


(Tdoffto 2 1 2 ' . — fid:, FdfiTdd NTfiFd TT dfiTOTd ?Y fifiT £ 
f% dlT (DTI % fYo FddFdd % fdt( 6 5 -fiTdfiR YdfFfi 
fdfiTdd-efid Y ^JdTfi dfiY fiT% TrrftWT sfF ftW NdY 
’Tpr nY dsfFr, 598 Fflfisr, tttjt, Ftp tutr, iwt 
fiYd vftr fiFdFdfir?fi wftrfYfifi, 1951 ddi d-^FFd 
amtr firr FdfiifF jttt ddl NYFSTd SffiY Fddffid ®fifif fifi 
YY Ywr Tifan trY Y srdfiiY x% f • 

YFt, fid:, ITT dRTFdfiR Y, dY RTfip ?Jddr fed 
«rrY fid YF WFfF W'R T H^TrTT % jYpT fiY^ WI NdfiT tH rj <iF- 
TTT d$r fqTTT | wYd FdfiFfid NTfitd TT fif YF TTHTSTTH" 
$Y dfir | fr dd% tut surfii’wr % ftp* fiYf fifiFur 
TRfil fit XfilfiYfdrfi d^F 

Nd:, m, ?RT trffffrqTT YF NRT 10 T % SpJfR- 

Y fdYfdd wrfiYd qrd<^Rr fifid %fV YF^d *rYF YF Yds 
% fYYF YF furr Y fir fYYF trt tY f^srur ddi wrr 
fwr fifYrc % trut dY drrY y'r< % fYiT, ^d drYd 
YF diYta Y YFd <ft YF TTTPrfY % fair Ytt^t YfFtt 
fiRdrfr i 

[Y°d°5R-YF° ( 10 / 65 / 71 ( 21 )] 

S.O. 2122. — Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that Shri Rajendra Singh S/o Shri Raghunath 
Singh, R/o 105/737, Sisamau, Kanpur district Kanpur, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to 
the House of the People from 65-Kanpur Parliamentary 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Rajendra Singh to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a Slate for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

LNo. UP-HP/G5/71 (22).] 
G[d°YF° 2 1 22. — fid:, fdfifdd dTfiYd fifi ddPfiFT fft fifiT | 
YFp dm Y fur Fddtdd Y Ytj 6 5 tutr YdYfi Fddfdd- 
Yd Y ^fur d?Y ttY T*YTdfiR YF trtr fY? ^ YF 

T*£dTd fd?[, 105/737, dFdRRl, fifidfiR, FdvTT fiTd’J?/ 
jut uYw Yfr qfafafq/T strfufYur, 1951 a*rr dfiYFd 
fifing fifi fdfiYF jirr tun trfifYd ?rqY Yt^Ytt sqqY 

^Yf Yf Y<jt Trf%<5r ttY Y sunwr tY t ; 

wYt, Td;, TUT TprYtTR Y, qTq?f7 f^rr jqq 

IT Yt iftpY tTfiTWr % ftp! YfF f'K'fi ?rqqT T 9t. 3)' ^< ' u 7 

feUT I sftr pRfTT tnYYf TT JR YY qKraPT 
^Y W t fr TUT ffT tUTTi NTT % Furr Ytf TTUT 
Td ffiJ TT RrTYfYrT 


5Tt:, !r, ^tt tTYrYnuT nt sun ion% tTTTRN 
Y YttFth' ’trYt t firs' rt, ttt nY tjY?? frig nY Yrr 
% fnYY YF rrrr % nr fnYV tpkt nY frarT tittt wr 
frerpT Tfrrr Y* htut ^tY ^tY tfFr YfY % fYn^, stiYdi 
nY cTTftrr Y dYr nr nY nraTfifa Y fTr fn^F^fi YlfTfi 
TRTT | I 

[?fo To5To-?froRt>/6 5/71 ( 22)] 

New Delhi, the 24th May 1972 

S.O. 2123. — Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that Shri P. K. Vidyasagaran, Punnakkatha- 
rayil House, Kazhuvilangu P.O. Koolimuttam, via. 
Mathilakam. Triehur District, Kerala State, a contest- 
ing candidate for mid-term election to the Kerala 
Legislative Assembly from 61-Cranganore constitu- 
ency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses within time and in the manner required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, oven after due 
notice, has not given any reason or explanation for 
the failure, and the Election Commission is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification 
for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri P. K. Vidyasagaran to be disqualified 
for being chosen as. and for being, a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. KL-LA/61/70 ] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 

TffSvYY 24 Tf, 1972 

TTo«Tto 2123. — TfT:, YrYtR WTYT TT TTTTtTPT fY 

fi^^fT%RTfYtmTm%fYT(fTTYTT%fNTF 6 1 ^mfiYT 
ffiTRfi WT Y WRIT RSfi TIN gwfRTR NT YYo %o 
f%TTTTURfi, firlRRmW FfifiiT, TRlffifpT, q>o 5R° 
TtYt[ 2ZT, TTfiT T«iYnTTTIT, fYffiT fYf 7 ', YlT 

TffiffifkrT TlfqffiTP, 1951 RNT TTlfTfi fififiTTiITT fqmff 

a:ru NYfarr trut Y wix t«tt tYRt Y wtY YttHr sttY 

TT Y^TT TTffilN TTY Y NTTRT 

nYt, Td:, TTd ttYFwt Y ^Y rttt TTRT feF 

did TT YY PTfiY ^TT NT'fTTfiT % fYfir *pr| fifiTN q-qqr 
Ure.TR'T I, nYt ffiYlTd NiYYt W R TRT- 

TTd j?Y TfiT | fqr TTY fil'd fifi NTfifi IT T ffi.x 

fififrd fifiT-fi fir xfilfiYffidT % ; 

NTT:, NT, fififi vffiffififi fifl tJRT 1 0-T % NfifiTfi Y 
ffifiTfid NldYfi OfiTJRT dfid Yt fiF ^ %o fYfifiTdFTTfi, fift 

Ytk % f%YF YY dfid % tt fwF ufifi tY fYsrur ddr ?t«rt 
fYdTd fiFfifi^ % (KUT Nd 5fTd nV gtY % fYu, NTfiTT 
YF fi I FYsj Y ffFd dfi qY fiiTdTdFtl % fYrtr fYfifgd YFfw 

TRir 1 1 

[Y° %Ti?T- fdo dv/ 61 / 79 ] 
ntY^t Y, 

txo iTdo Rd, dfd4 I 
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iEpa»t n— 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi , the 10th February 1972 

S.O. 2124— In para 3(b) of notification No. F. 24- 
1/71-I1I dated the 16th October, 1971, substitute "T-ie 
maximum age for this examination would be 40 yoms 
(45 years for Scheduled Caste/ Scheduled Tribe eandi- 
dates)” for 4, The maximum age for this examination 
would be 40 yearg for Scheduled Caste/ Scheduled 
Tribe candidates”. 

[No, F. 24-1/71-IH.l 
H AMIDUI JjAH KHAN, Under Secy 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 6th April, 1972 

S.O. 2125 .— Whereas the Central Government has, m 
pursuance of the provisions of clause (a) of sub-section 
(1) of section 3 of the Indian Medical Council A , 
1956 (102 nf 1956), nominated Dr. D. Rnghavendra Rao. 
Director of Medical and Health Services, Andhra Pra- 
desh, Hyderabad, to he a member of the Medical Council 
of India with effect from the 24th February, 1972 nc. 
Dr. I. Bhooshan Rao resigned. 

And whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of tho 
said Act Dr. S. L. Agarwal, Dean, J- N M. Medicai 
College, ’ Raipur, has been elected by the Ravishankar 
University, Raipur, to be a member of the said Coun- 
cil with effect from the 20th February, 1972, vice Dr. 
M, M. Arora. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the ' p . ro 7' u ” f 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby makes the following further 
amendments in the notification of the Government ol 
India in the late Ministry of Health No. F.5-13/59 Ml, 
dated the 9th January, 1960, namely: — 

In the said notification — 

(i) under the heading "Nominated under clause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of section 3", for th° 
entry against serial No. 7, the following entry 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

Dr D. Raghavendra Rao, Director of Medical 
and Health Services, Andhra Pradesh, Hyder- 
abad” 

(ii) under the heading “Elected under clause (b) 
of sub-section (1) of so" Ron 3 , for the entry 
against serial No. 34, the following entry shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“Dr. S. L. Agarwal, Dean, J. N. M. Medical Col- 
lege, Raipur”. 

; [No. F.4-27/71-MPT.] 

fTF ifw-f frTtFT fftnf 


6F3h, 197 2 

itro sjfto 2 12 5- — -McT : ’FpcftF fFfFcFT h'WF 
FfsrfFFH, 195 6 # am a tf fth ( 1 ) % 

(f) % cjmEfi FT F^FTH fR mTTT % 

YTo Ft€° ^FH TFT % TTTF FT T T 7 TFTT Rv TTo 
^Vo THRU? HF, FTHT '£mTTT %■ ffifmir RT 

fttft % fmtHF Ft 24 Fmpft, 1972 ?r fi mV-t 
fd { RcF T qf-TRT FT FTFT FTPftT f%FT | I 


Fk ft: th FfrfFFF Ft am a ^ tt am ( 1 ) 
Tf (?T) % HTTHR FT TRJRTH FFt ^R TrsfFT fRTR- 
f't'd Idd , TPTRT T RTo RRo rryo FTTTTT', iftT, F 0 RF 0 

pro rrfrm «,r, ufrf Ft 20 FTTft, 1972 it tto 

TTRomro mm % FT7F IT TFT Tf>TT Fr FF*R FFFftT 

f FFT f I 


FT: FT TFT fMtRR Tf ffRf 3 Ft HR am ( 1 ) 

% TTFFf ‘FT FTFT°T FTT fR Fktd' RTFR RTTgm 
FKT FTFtT % FTTHR T?t FfFfTTr FW 

RFo 5-13/59-fFo 1, fTTtF 9 FFFtt, 1960 F Fk 

tFn##TT FJft'JT FTTt I : •TTFT: 

TFT FfafTFR it 

(i) "arm 3 Ft m-ara ( 1 ) % (f) % 

FFtT f-TTrtTT sftf % FRTT " FT F®Tr^ 
it TfmPTT Rfafe F FRET IT fTmfkfarT ' 
Ffrfcj m Ft TFT, THTT : 

‘kT° fro HTTHt TIT, 
fTfffTF, frfFcTT RT FFT, 

FPST RTF, trUTIT l" 

(ii) mrr 3 T?t RT-am (1) £ (it) %■ 

FTtT fTTrfFT HIT F F'HTT FT FFT 34 
it TmPsTT Ffffcj: % TTrT FT faFTfcTfilT 
TpTfr-r W eft FTR, TIFT: 

"RTo RTo rrHo FTTIH, 

TtT, RTc O' To Ff?FT FfiTF, 

ncf %T I 

[q-o Ro 4/2 7/71- RRo tfto ffto] 

S.O. 2126.— Whereas in pursuance of the provisions 
of clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Indian Medical Council Act, 1956’ (102 of 1956), Dr. 
C. D. Gupta, Professor of Anatomy, L.L.R.M. Medical 
College, Meerut has been elected by the Meerut Uni- 
versity to be a member of the Medical Council of India 
with effect from the 11th January, 1972; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions df 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby makes the following further 
amendment in the notification of the Government of 
India, in the late Ministry of Health No. 5-13/59-MI, 
dated the 9th January, 1960, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading "Elected 
under clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3”, 
after serial No, 43 and the entries relating thereto, 
the following shall be inserted, namely: — - 

"44. Dr. C. D. Gupta, Professor of Anatomy, 

L.L.R.M. Medical College, Meerut”. 

I [No. F.4-33/71-MPT.J 

RHo F fo 2126 — FT: FTTcO-F fFfFcTT TflFT 
FfkfTFF, 1956 ( 1956 FT 102) Ft HTTT 3 Ft TR- 
Fm ( l) % TP*? (tj) % TFTVSff FT F^FTF fFtT fR 
ipF fFF rfFTTTF it TTo FFT, FTSFTFF FflT 

mm frjrrr, rto rho fpu» rfo JrfrFH fi%f, tiro 
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'Ft 1 1 'JTWd, 1972 R TTTCftff faf+'cffl' qfzffff ^FT 7FRTT 
felT % I 


been elected with effect from the 4th October, 1971 as 
a member of the Dental Council of India under clause 
(a) of section 3 of the Dentists Act, 1948 (16 of 1948); 


srt: w? -3 "tu ^rftrPmr Tt tnn 4 qtt ■tt srct ( i) 

*T7T 'TFfUU |tr dTfff d <441 

% ddlW qft irftlfffHI RW 5-13/5 9- 

fao 1, fedUF g^ffRRt, 1 9 6 0 it trcT^RT fd H Pf fuff 
fftrfttFT ffifrO ffPTcT: — 

xBfcf srfti^tin *T 

"srur 3 ^ tt otu ( i) % (jw) % srsfrr 

fFRtfffff” 

tfW % SRHlff ’FT RW 4 3 cWT Rff% Rafael srffffc- 
Sfft % Riff fwlciftlcf fffafc UsT Ft FF7, RTdff ; — 

“44- RTo Rt° 3Tto iFff, 
wftT TffffT fffTTFT % SiSffFFF, 

(TFo ttFo ill <o ITRo itflJTF qn%3f, if7!S I 
[Ro 4/33/71 — rrffo <fro€to] 

New Delhi, the 28th April 1972 

S.O. 2127. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Govern- 
ment, after consulting the Medical Council of India, 
hereby makes the following amendment in the First 
Schedule to the said Act. namely: — 

In the said Schedule, after the entries relating to 
the Guru Nanak University, the following entries 
shall be inserted, namely: — 

“Himachal Bachelor of M.B.B.S,, Himachal” 
Pradesh Medicine and 
University Bachelor of 
Surgery 

[No. V. 11015/4/72-MPT.] 
fffrvft, 28 ’fffcl, 1972 

tjFosft° 2127. — dKfitff ffffeRT qfBIff RffffffffR, 

I 1956 ( 1956 # 102) *f?T STF 11 *Ft WF (2) 
STTT ffffF dfafffft Tl TffFT RFR gff R73FR TFmtff 
fttford l % 97171111 TUt % RTC irff^SrU Bffff dfiJ- 

Iwr apt ffjffr ipj^ft 7t fffTfffFpg'ff RWttJff 'FZfftt, 
ffidd : — 

R dN"6 fffTfffffFFTff fffff- 

ffejtfi % rtc fffTfffnftra trPiP^ui vs at fttt rhrr — 

SFfST tffHTSTTffi JTTTo^o^toffffo 

FTF 

R^ft 


Now, therefore in pursuance of the powers con- 
ferred by section 3 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby makes the following further amend- 
ment in the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Health No, 3-2/62-MII, dated 
the 17th October, 1962, namely;. — 

In the said notification, under the hoading “Elected 
under clause (a) of section 3”. for the entry against 
serial No. 10, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

“Dr. C. G. Raju, MBBS, BDS, MDS, Professor, 
Dental College, Fort, Bangalore”, 

[No. F.3-38/71-MPT.] 
ffffffFfft, 2 9 tit T, 1972 

f7Ro Fto 2128. — Off: ffffl fffpFrffr ffffffffffTr, 1948 
( 1948 T1 16) 4/rsrRT3%HT^ (ffl) % WEfto STTfft 
RtoFfo 7T^, ITR'oiftofftoprd'o, ^toRtoI^ffo, TTffo^roTTflro, 
SRFPTT, fffff fffpFfRT TUFF, OTHk Tt 4 WFT, 
1971 R ‘TRcftEr m fffpFTiT dfciff TT RffPT fffffffffff 
f%ffT ffffT v I 

m, wff:, Bffd srftrfwr # tarrer 3 ar-cr tth Tifwifr 

T ffdffTHT if ff73Frpr tT^q-rr 'dm tTTffTT % 

ff?TFT4 ffWr 3-2/fi2-fVf%o 2 

faffhF 1 7 1 962 ff writ faTfffR-fisrff fflflilff 

qiTrft ffTffff: - 

Tfff Jr, "smr 3 % w 1 ? (qr) % 'crsftff 

UTff % fffdpA ffffTl 10 % FffT-1 TT 

fmffff'a'ff TN fff ff[TT, ffBTff: — 

"vffro r[o afto Ti^r, STRrrw, 

nrroffl'o^'oTrd'o, 4 V CI fffidictl r qifii jf, 

stYo-ffotTffo, rrq-ovtorr^, <Kti 

[ffo 3- 3 8/ 7 14771° fftv cft'Jo 

S.O. 2129. — In exelclse of the powers conferred by 
sub-sections (2) and (3) of section 12 of the Indian 
Medical Council Act, 1950 (102 of 1956), the Central 
Government, after consulting the Medical Council of 
India, hereby makes the following amendments in the 
Second Schedule to the said Act, n%unely: — 

In the said Schedule, against the entry relationg to 
the “University of Otago” in column 4, In the existing 
footnote, the following shall be added at the end, 
namely: — 

“and on or before the 31st December, 1968. This 
condition shall not apply in cases where these 
qualifications are already recognised on or 
before the 29th April, 1972.” 

[No. 18-34/71-MPT.] 


[ffo ifto 1 101 5/4/7 2-i77Toq : to5yo] 


New Delhi, the 29th April 1972 


SO. 

MDS, 


2128. — Whereas Dr. C. G. Raju, 
professor, Dental College, Fort, 


MBBS, BDS, 
Bangalore, has 


irfloufto 2129 — Trmtff fbPrcui dfuldUff, 

1956 ( 1 956 TT 102) ^ HTU 12*FV SffiTRT (2) 

ftV: ( 3 ) % am stth Trfwff qr tnrtff qrot ^ 
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treht, tnuik frfwwi TfVq-^ it ewer tut u ee nr 

<tEESTRT fc RUT RfafUTT U fecftE UyjfT it f^EfufuT 
TTEftRE UUfT f>, 4 1 Ed : — 

TUT it UFTE 4 U EpTTT ETT-ftvRft $ 

“EfaEfE^f wt wrunt” T urEfur eMr % nr tut 

cx 

ir fuufuftrer ut wVt ttt frET ttit, etut ; — 

"rflT 31 fURER 196 8 UT WIT RETT 'JT fuT 

etett R TTfcrrm ut e^t ?tw 29 

W, 1972 EUEH 1 EPTT (ft UUt ?T 

EE ET E m?f TT>T Efft RpR l" 

[u° 18 - 34 / 71 ^ 0 ^ 0 ^ 0 ] 

New Delhi the 15th May 1972 

S.O. 2130,— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 32, read with section 4 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (L02 of 1956), the Central Govern* 
ment hereby makes the following rules further to 
amend the Indian Medical Council Rules, 1957, name- 
ly:— 

1. These rules may be called the Indian Medical 
Council (Amendment) Rules, 1972. 

2. In the Indian Medical Council Rules, 1957 (herein 
after referred to as the said rules), in rule 15. in suD- 
rule (1), for the words “before the time appointed 
for the secrutiny of nomination papers” '.he words, 
"within seven days after the scrutiny of nomination 
papers” shall be substituted. 

8. In the said rules, in rule 17, for the words "at 
the elector’s own cost to the Returning Officer”, the 
words “at the elector’s own cost to the Returning 
Officer or deliver it in person in the office of Ihe Return- 
ing Officer" shall be substituted. 

4. In the said rules, in rule 18 — 

(1) in the heading the words “on registered cover” 
shall be omitted; 

(2) the words “by registered post” shall be omitted. 

5. In the said rules, in rule 25, in sub-rule (1) for 
the words ‘within a period of fifteen days” the words 
“within a period of thirty days” shall be substituted. 

6. In the said rules in form No. IV — 

(1) in paragraph 1, in item (d), for the words 
“registered post” the words “registered post 
or deliver it in person in my office” shall he 
substituted. 

(2) in paragraph 2, in item (a), for the words 
“registered post” the words “registered post 
or deliver it in person in my office” shall be 
substitutecl. 

[No. 4-29/69-MPT.] 
E$ fcMF, 15 ffif, 197 2 


2. ETUftE fufUrET EflffiT fU-tEHTf 19 5 7 (^E% 
ETT TFT fUTEWEt UST TIEET ) U fWT 1 5 % TE 

fEEE ( i)|R Tfurfsur "eteue tut uf tut % Pte Ptee 

RET IT r[T” TRff % TUTU EE "ETETUE-E ff uf TIE % ETT 
ETE fuff ^ E>R.” TUT TEf flP TIE I 

3. TUT fEEElETF if fEEE 17 it “fEETEE EftJUrfr 

ur furfur % ute ee” wrt % tete er “frufur 
% 5TEE qy; fRf'tEU ufauRt UT TPTET bE EEfUTEE 
EE E fEETEE ufaURf uF UTT” 3RT ET fUnr 'iRE I 

4. TEE fEEEPTTF % fEEE 1 S U RFEU E ( 1 ) "tPu 
R? fEUTUT ” URT fir fu* RE I 

( 2) "TfUTT# RU’' 5RT UE Fffi; RE | 

5. TUT fEEE % fEEE 25 % TT fTTE ( 1 ) if ‘'u?^ 

fuff % eepte” tutF u tete e^ “FFe furf u eFee’' wr 
rs fr^ unr i 

tee fEEE U UTE EW 4 it ( 1 ) ETT ( 1 ) % EE (e ) 
it TpUTpEE “tFruT Ru” TRUT U EEIE ET r ETU 

SEfUTEE EE E EE UTE?TE A TfETET UTe” REE TET 
ffRr URT | 

(2) ETT 2 T EE (U) T TfETpUT TIT” 

5T*Ef % TRIE ET "TfUsE? UU UlEl ?tT ^EfUTEE UT if 
ift umfur it E^ETET UTE” WET UU frer UiE I 

[Ro 4-29/69-fnTo e\° affo] 

S.O. 2131. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 32, read with section 4 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following rules further to 
amend the Indian Medical Council (Election of Licenti- 
ates) Rules, 1965, namely: — 

1. These rules may be called the Indian Medical 
Council (Election of Licentiates) (Amendment) Rules, 
1972. 

2- In the Indian Medical Council (Election of Licenti- 
ates) Rules, 1965 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
rules), in rule 11, for the words “and seconder of each 
candidate”, the words “and seconder of each candidate 
or a representative duly authorised by the candidate” 
shall be substituted. 

3. In the said rules, in rule 12, in sub-rule (1), for 
the words “before the time appointed for the scrutiny 
of nomination papers”, the words “within seven days 
after the scrutiny of nomination papers” shall he sub- 
stituted. 


RR" Rf c 2130. — ITTTffr pEfuET EfTET srftrfUTE, 
1956 ( 1956 UT 102) Uf RTT1 4 %TTTE ETfURTTT 32 

% TUT EUT mfUTEf EE EETE UT^ R-7UTT VEE- 

gTTl RTUfTE fufUrRT EpETT fuTETUfT 1 9 5 7 if srff ?ffT 
RETTUE UUT % %t friufTfjrFT fffiTE irwuT & I 

1. % fURT TRUE fufUrEJ EpT? jvfoTfT- 

ETT, 197 2 TE ere | 


4. In the said rules, in rule 26, in sub-rule (1), for 
the words “within a period of fifteen days”, the words 
“within a period of thirty days” shall be substituted. 

[No. F.4-29/G9-MPT,] 


fTRo sfto 2131- — RRrffT frfU-ET EfTET vfvfUTE, 
19 5 6 ( 1 9 5 6 TT 1 0 2 ) UV RRT 4 % RI«T ERE SRT ” 2 
%^RT EEuVfUTE'f UT EETE ET% 5 E T UTE TTcTT- 

Em'vRfrE fufUET EfTET (TRETRTRf UT furfur) 


pTEETUfi' 1 95 5 UTE 
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1 . E OAj „ii , ( . lN_lA: AtltR 1 15 , ly 2 / AVaKA 21 , 1 4 


^ 9 


( 1) ^ fRRR rpcr>t pRpqRRr qftRR (RrsitfjRqRf) 

dfffRRNR) (rr>rh) fRRRiRRt, i97 2 qr|RtRi ^ 

( 2 ) rkrir pRfqRRi TfuiR ( RmuRqTRT ) rt rrtr 
fRWRRV, 1 9 6 5 (srf rtr Prrt ?w fRTRiRRp rru ntr- 
Rr ) % Prrr 1 1 it Vr rtrIrrfr rt rrrr" rsrt R rttr 

SR "illT SIWR RoftRRn; RT RRRR RRRT JTRT 

srTpRRR Rif sfafirfs” 7UR TR pRq RW 1 

( 3 ) RRR fR-’TRT^^fr R Prrr 12 R NR fRRR ( 1 ) if 
Rfwrfacr "ifR-T^i rJ ®irrYr % faq fRRR rrr r jr” 
5 R?f % t-rtr 'K "rtrr qar rV % ^r^-^rrcf fort % 
rPrt” 3T5t vs f«rq; ntr 1 

(4) RRR f^TRiT R pRRR 26 % RR fRRR ( 1) if 

foff % marc” w^f R ?rtr it ‘‘aWfortRRtarc'' 
r*r vs Piq rtr 1 

[W[ qffo 4-29/6 9/qtfo qfo Tfo] 

New Delhi, the 27 th May 1972 

S,0. 2132. — Whereas Dr. M. R. Parameswara Menon, 
LDSl-., BDS, MDS, Assistant Professor, Department of 
Oral Surgery, Dental College, Trivandrum, has been 
elected with effect from the 21st March, 1972, from 
among the dentists registered in Part A of the Kerala 
register of dentists, as a member of the Dental Council 
of India under clause CO of section 3 of the Dentists 
Act, 1948 (.18 of 1948); 

And whereas in pursuance of the provisions of clausa 

(d) of section 3 of the said Act, Dr. S. JL. Mangi, BSe., 
BDS., MSD, Principal College of Dentistry, Indore, has 
been re-elected by the Indore University to be a member 
ol the said Council with effect from the 28th March, 
1972; 

And whereas in pursuance of the provisions of clause 

(e) of the said Act, Dr. Y. C. Chawln, LDS, MS, FICD, 
Professor, Medical College, Rohtak (Haryana) has been, 
renominated by the State Government of Haryana 
to be a member of the said Council with effect from 
the 16th June, 1972; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 3 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby directs that Dr. 
Y. C. Chawln and Dr. S. L. Mangi shall continue to be 
members of the Dental Council of India and makes the 
following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry ot Health 
No. 3-2/G2-MII, dated the 17th October, 1962, namely; — 
In the said notification, under the heading “Elected 
under clause (a) ol section 3”, for the entry against 
Serial No. 14, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely:- — 

“Dr. M. R. Parameswara Menon, LDSc.. BDS, 
MDS., Assistant Professor, Department of Oral 
Surgery, Dental College, Trivandrum”. 

[No. V. 120 13/1/ 72-MPT.] 

Rf for^ft, 27 Ilf, 1972 1 

^To tn° 2 132. — RR: R?R pRpRUHl RftTpRRR, 1948 
( 194 8 RT 16) aft NRJ 3 NNS (r) % RsftR RT° qRo 

'tTIT;o,M'<iR<4 / ’TRR qHoRtoqRoRto^oRfoJTRoqRoTfo 

qRo, RtflRR RTERIRR, q©l ‘(Icq Pd Pvr l fRRTR dTl 
fR P RcR T rt%n, faRRur dir 21 rpr 1972 r 1 


% RRT Pdf+cRT RpRUH R VTPT (y) if RNtfR RRT firfRcRRlf 
*T % RTTCfftR RRT PffpRcdH RfURR RT m fr rrrr fffRffRcf 
RTC felT RRT ^ I 

RfC RR: RRcl RfafRRR Rt NRT 3%STR (r) % 

ad'ffRT RT ST^RTR RTR gq 3T° RRo qR o RjafY, 
sfto qRo Rfo Rfo ifo qRo, qRo qRo Tfto, 
5WTRRTR RRT fafacRT RTvTR, q-Rpr 9R RRk fdRR- 
fWTWR ?T 28 RTR, 1972 R RRR RpRTR dR RRRT JR: 
PdVtRR afR folT | I 

5fk RR: RRR RfyfRRR % ’Ro? (rs) % RqRvtjf 
RR RiTR gq RTo Rlfo Rpo RTRRT, qRo 3po 

qR°j qRo qRo, qR)0 tufo Rto RT&d | '44’, pRptirdi I 

RffvTR, vt^cld'' (^fWRT) 16 ^R, 1972 R RfvRrRT 

TIWR7RRRRmRRRRf^RRRRRRWRR>ftRfRrRrRRT| I 

RR RR: RpRfRRR Rt UTV 3 4R R-JRTR dRR grr 
RWR qRRSTO fR^RT ^fT | f% Rro RT^o *ft 0 
RTRTRT Rtr RTo qRo qRo RTRl 'RRRpR RR Pff Pdcff I 
RpCRR RRU1 RR TRR tflT RRR RRRR % '^RJR ?RT?'-ar 
RRTRR % 1 7 RR£RR, 1 962 RpRf RRT RSR1 3-2/ 1 62 
fRo 2 R RTR RtT pRTRfRftrR RRtRR 4RR1 % RTRR; 

“RRR WfRlJRRT df)” RR1 3 % W (df) R fRRpRR 
7flR’’R RRTRR RfRfe RWI 1 4 T< RfcRpNR RpRfe % 
RRTR RR fRTRfRpSR RpRfe VS R1 Nr R, RTRR; - 
'STo qRo RRo ^RR, 

qRo ^to qRo Rf, tfro Vfo qRo, 
qRo tto qRo 

RRFIY RltRRR-qW Pdf+'cRi fRRPT, VS 
fRf+cRI dirRN, tRR-RR'' 

[ Ro Rfo 12013 / 1 / 72 ^ 0 ^ 10 ^ 0 ] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 15 th May 1972 

S.O. 2 133. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Health JNo, 
16-22/ 63-1VII (MPT; dated the 4th June, 1964, the Cen- 
tral Government has directed that the Medical quali- 
fication, “M.D. (Washington University Medical School 
United States of America)” shall or recognised medlca; 
qualification for the purposes of the Indian Medical 
Council Act 1956 (102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. Leonie Antoinette Maria Tummera 
who possesses the said qualification is for the time 
being attached to the Holy Family Hospital, Mandar 
for the purposes of charitable work; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Aci, 
the Central Government hereby specifies— 

(i) a period of two years from the date of pnblica= 
tion of this order in the Official Gazette, or 

(ii; the period during which Dr, Leonie Aptoinette 
Maria Tummers is attached to the said Noly 
Family Hospital, Mandar, Whichever is shorter. 
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as the period to which the medical practice 
by the aforesaid doctor shall be limited. 

[No. V.11016/5/72-MPT.] 

dfad 

dffdRfV, 15 ^ j 1 972 

fcfaojfto 2133. — dd : dTTd TOE % ddjd UlTRd 
daror ^ fadfa 4 1964 dfag/ddTdo 16-22/ 
63— t^d. mfe (trtfo^o ) SRT dRddd i fdTd 
fan $ fa drcftd fafam dffad ^rfkf^nrrr, i9se 

( 1956 TT 102 ) % ddfad'f % fad dlfaddd dfdddfadt 
fjfaTO URT, ET^TcT dRd ddfddd ffRT SRcl lfd° dt° 

dpddr fafacdr w^dr rWV; 

vrfn nr : $r° fad Fi r nrfaffai? difufr dddd fa CTdd 

ffafa Tiff TUT djf dT q ddfa dddT Sfd'fad'f % fad fad^Td 

5>fr 4 fafa ?dTdTd, ddR T dTd d«T3 I I 

?rd : war, trt ^rfaf^rinT fa srra 1 4 fa ttstto ( 1) 

% % dTd (d) dd 1Tdd Tfa fafad dTOTR tfld 

TO — 

( l) fd dRST % dUFRt ddd ir ddRFT fa fdfd 

t srr>r it fa fa proffer % fatr, 

wr 

( 2 ) T?r wdfsr fa sr dT dr« fafafa dfariffa 

mfurr z^dd 5 ft dror fafa fatfat ddrmd, 

mx M* ^ f. fa ^ ^dfad| 

ddfa fdfdfad dUfa $, fdd-T ^ifad dTo 
dfadd dffad dR ddfa I 

[d fa° 1 1 0 1 e/ 5 / 7 2 -t[d 0 <ft° afo] 

New Delhi, the 27 th May 1972 

S.O. 2134. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 
16-46/61 Ml, dated the 23rd July, 1962, the Central 
Government has directed that the Medical Qualifica- 
tion, M.B.B.S. granted by the University of Queensland, 
Brisbane, Australia, shall be recognised medical quali- 
fication for the purposes of the Indian Medical Council 
Act 1956 (102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. Valerie Jean Garlick who possesses 
the said qualification is for the time being attached 
to the Christian Medical College and Hospital, Vellore, 
for the purposes of charitable work; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to gub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby specifies — 

(i) a period of two years from the date of publi- 
cation of this order in the Official Gazette, or 

C li) the period during which Dr. Valerie Jean 
Garlick is attached to the said Christian Medi- 
cal College and Hospital, Vellore, whichever 
is shorter, as the period to which the medical 
practice by the aforesaid doctor shall be 
limited. 

[No. F.19-38/70-MPT.] 
P. C. ARORA, Under Secy. 


d£fafa 27 df, 1972 

«PT° WTo 2134. — dd: dRd ddRR T vjdgd RdTRd 
ddrdd fa farfa 23 ^rrf, 1962 fa dfdg;ddT do 

16-46/61-VRo dT^° 3TU fafad TOR ?T ffad 

ftdT t fa dKdtd fafardT dffad dfdfddd, 1956 
( 1 956 TT 1 02) % ddtddf % fad ddVd d? fdTOfdTITdd 
fatted, dTdjfadT 3TTO 5TOT ,r dd° fao fao tfRo 
dTdd fafaTOT dfal TFT fafa-RT dfdT ^T*fT I 

fad dd: dTo fart fad dTfdd> fa fAd% dRT ddd 
7TR7TT S trdW TTd ddfadT % fad fadfi l r i fadfadd 
d^far dtfad ifa itmdiH, dcRfln: % did | i 

dd; dd, ddd dfafddd dru 1 4 aft dddTO ( 1 ) 

% ^ dTd (d) TT TTdd dfat ^ %^d dT’RR 

R7TO5TO 

( 1) dd dlfa % WTd it drdRH T[ fdfd 

% dTd dt dd Tt ddfa; dddl 

(2) dd ddfa dit dd dT dT 0 ifacT jfld d[fa°R 

Tdd fadfadd Afard + 1 1 ' d, Cjd dfddfd, % 

dTd tfare: TOd t, dt tfr Td fl d^ ddfd fdfdfTd dfat 
|, fatfa ^dfar dTo ^^fad ^fed dm d^d i 

[ tfo lfB» 1 9—3 8 / 7 0 — tfd o'ft “if 0 ] 

>fto #0 ddu, 
ddR dfad 

(Department of Health) 

Neu) Delhi, the 11th May 1972 

S.O. 2135, — In exercise of the powers conferred by' 
section 8 of the Emblems and Names (Prevention of 
Improper Use) Act, 1950, (12 of 1950) the Central 

Government hereby makes the following amendment 
in the Schedule to the said Act, namely: — 

In item 5 of the said Schedule, the words “alterna- 
tively with a lion passapt quadrant and a unicorm 
passant” shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 4-4/71-MA.] 

fadTd) 

d£ fafav, 11 d& 1972 

iTdonfa 2135. — ddeffa sfft: dTd (w^fad ddtd tt 
fddTTd) dfafddd, 1950 (i960 dd 12) d?t U TO 8 
STRT STdrl VTfdddf dd ddfa dTfa %dffa ddf-R ddd dfa- 
fddd H dd’fat d fdTOfafad ddTdd dTOfr 

ddfd, ;— 

ddd dfv dd 5 Jr, "d-JdwW. TOdd 'Jd^d 

ddfadd irffa dffadf % did” d®d dR faJf 

drfa? 1 

[^0 TTo 4-4/7 i-tprot[o ] 
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New Delhi, the 29th May 1972 

S.O. 2136. — In exercise o£ the powers conferred by 
suo-sections (1), (2) and (3) of section 33C of the 
Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 1940 1 , and in 
supersession ot the notification of the Government of 
India, Ministry of Health, Family Planning and Urban 
Development (Department of Health ana Urban De- 
velopment; No. 4-1/68-D, dated the 14th February, 
1969, the Central Government hereby constitutes with 
ettect from the 1st .June, 1972 an Ayurvedic and Qnani 
Drugs Technical. Advisory Board consisting of the 
following members and appoints the Director General 
of Health Services as Chairman thereof namely: — - 
Ex-officio members under clause ( i ) to (in) of sub- 
section (2) of section 33C: 

1. The Director General of Health Services. 

2. The Drugs Controller (India). 

3. The Adviser in Indigenous Systems of Medicine, 

Ministry of Health and Family Planning, 
(Department of Health). 

4. The Director of the Central Drugs Laboratory, 

Calcutta. 

I Nominated under clause (vi) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33C: 

Dr. C. S. Shah, Principal, L.M. College of Pharmacy, 
Ahmedabad. 

Nomination under clause (vii) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33C: 

Professor S. Rangaswnmi, Professor of Chemistry, 
University ol Delhi, Delhi. 

Nominated under clause (vii i) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33 C: 

1. Pandit Shiv Sharma, ‘Bahareistan’, Bomanji Petit 

Road, Bombay-3(i. 

2. Dr. V. S. Parvathi, No, 8, Third Main Road, 

Gandhi Nagar, Adyar, Madrns-20. 

Nominated under clause (ix) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33C: 

Vaidya Ram Sushil Singh, Reader in Dravyaguna 
of the Post-Graduate Institute of Indian 
Medicine, Banaras Hindu University, Varanasi. 

Nominated under clause (x) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33 C: 

Hakim Abdul Ilasib, Professor In Ilmul-Adviya, 
Ajmal Khan Tlbbiyn College, Aligarh Muslim 
University, Aligarh. 

Nominated under clause (xi) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33C: 

1. Dr. Y. Kondal Rao, Secretary, Indian Medical 

Practitioners’ Cooperative Pharmacy Store Ltd. 
Lattice Bridge Road, Adyar, Madras-20. 

2. Hakim Mohd. Mukhtar Islahi, Islahi Dawakhana, 

Fancy Mahal, Mohamed All Road, Bombay-3. 

Nominated under clause ( xii ) of sub-section (2) of 
section 33C: 

1. Shri A. T. Sarma, Siromani Press, Bhesajamandir 

Berhampur-2 (Dlstt. Ganjam), Orissa State. 

2. Hakim Moinuddin Ahmed, 43/ A, New Malakpet, 

Hyderabad-24. 

[No. F.12-1/72-APC.] 
SATH1 BALAKRISHNA, Under Secy, 

29*r£, 1972 

trtfosrro 2136. — frtT SPTTFT afafrOT, 1941 

( 1940TJT 23 ) sfttrm 33-TTTtOT STKT ( l), ( 2 ) aft 

( 3 ) SPT5FFT 5Tf^Rff TT OTFTTlftl aft RPVT RWR, 


aft 4 (\h 1 <, fhdNT fTOTa hdi'id, 

OTT fraPT) ^1 afEnjOTT To fra 4-1/68 
aft'J fthiki 1 4 *47 c^pCl', 1 9 6 9 T>T M fiph V J l T* td ^ ^PlfFr 
flWK Ud 4(1 ITT 1 1972 41 OTWf TT 

aPj3T«d>' dNT 5 RTpft afta ?PFfWV dTI^TTIT aft afftr 
Trrift 1 aft *ftTaf % w nwsr 

(d 1 j l a td TiTcft ^ I 

arrr 33 — *r OTara ( 2 ) % ^ ( 1 ) % ( 4 ) 

OT % aaPT 

1. 4RTrtfr % RiflPftOT 

2. aWa Iotot (airr) 

3 . FTftfr % aaTgOTTT, 43TOTT 

ITT TpCTK Pftftd RRWT (?flW fa'TPT) 

4. fdftOT, afta 5PTFP1TTHT, TROTtR 

am 33 — ot anr ( 2) * w® ( e) % aafti 
arFfFr 

®To 4fl® l^o 

HTtJ Idi^ll'T'fl, tjvfo tpio T, I spl'd Tif, a§+iqi<m<< 

ara 33 - 4 T OTtnrr (2) * nr®? (7) % aaFr 
OTpftRT 

ato po T®TR-1|ift,j( 

TRFTTaHa^ aia T IW , fovft fcvft 

am 33-T OTRTTT (2) spnr ( 8 ) WlFr 
R'fpfft 

1. To fina aaf, 

< 4 1 p? Iff -cl T RTOToft *Uid Tft, 4 * 4^—36 
®fo *fto tjtfo 

To 8, «ft *FT Tft, Ttffl OTT, aOTIT, OTRI-20 

arvr 33 -T otrkt ( 2 ) % w ( 9 ) % atfFr 
RTFfft 

ftr TIT ftp?, 

ITT, JTKPpr, aiTcfft FTtOTtHT fafftRT TWPT, 

OTTOT f^OTfWIOT, TTOTRft I 

ara 33— T OT 9KT (2) ST 7 * ( 10) % sniFT 

4 hi *11 d 

^ 41)41 % JTTKTTm, ^FSBToT 

m fdto r TTOTT, fROTfWINT, 

aro 33-T T^OTam (2) % siw (11) ^ unfFr 
OTFfFr, 

1 tT° arfo 

afrr, *ftw a^ipRi r 'rpfrft 

t-iiR fro H r«R fflvi ^Ff, aTtfir, -Hflltf— 20 
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2 Tfr^TT, ffwii Turret, sycii^t ttpsttt, 

U n f 1 , IRFft TtT, A ^A - — 3 

am 33- *r ^ hthth (2) ^ ( 12) T nj'h 

■Hnl'fld 

1. >sft t^o HEf, 

fETtEfT^E, ^tTSTEfTT, (fTHT T^UT 

Hifarr Tmr 1 

2. ^flm Fft^T^m 43 /tt, r/J RM+te, 

tms(K -24 

[ 5 cfo T° 12-1/72 rrocjto ift®] 
mt 4M£W|, OTT ttfatf | 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 27th May 1972 

S-O. 2137 .— Whereas in pursuance of clause (e I of 
sub-section (2) of section 3 of the Prevention of Food 
Adulteration Act, 1954 (37 of 1954), the State Govern- 
ment of Rajasthan has nominated Dr. D. K. Jagdev, 
Deputy Director of Medical and Health Services 
(Health) Rajasthan, Jaipur, as a member of the Central 
Committee for Food Standards representing that Gov- 
ernment vice Dr. A. S. Nagpnl, since retired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby makes the following further 
amendment in the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Health No. S.R.O. 123i> 
dated the 1st June, 1955 namely:— 

In the said notification, for the entry against item 
20, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely; — 

“Dr D. K. Jagdev, Deputy Director of Medical 
and Health Services (Health), Rajasthan, 
Jaipur”. 

[No. F.14-104/71-P.H.J 
K. SATYANARAYANA, Under Secy. 

(wwht firm) 

27Et 1972 

V\o 213 7. — m: 19TST ITTfWT fWTH 
1954 (1954 TT 37) "ft HRT 3 # W1 
( 2) % TF* (^TTo ) TT TFUTTO TTA g? TU1HTTT (KUK' 
5f VTo tr 0 tr^o TOTTmi? (UfT fddn gt IT 
hutt <rc ¥io <fY° %o ^ *ns«r % 

(^TPaT),TRH*TIH, Tl <3TC ERTT 

*rfrr% % RHFftfA fw I i 

<Efir, WfcT*- TO «lfWm "Ft HUT 3 Tt YTJTTT ( 1 ) 

% am snro vfimi *r ttht g" feta 

lid T S TT T STITT TOR ^ UTTF«T ETTHT % 1 


1955 tT ?rfarg^rdT tr^o ?tit 0 sfto 1236 if 
5rr»t utr HiftTd tut! % htht: 

HIT Tffrjgw fr T< TUi 2 0 if Himf'sTT STiTUT T 
I ITT 77 faRfafaTT srfdfH TT 7T TTT, TfET: 

TT° fto To NTt I, 

HT fdTHT, 

fcrf%«rr iTT ittu-t (t-rr (?Tir«r) 

TDrBTFT, ofTJT 

[To 14—104/ 71— offio T7 o ] 
To RHTTTTOTT, hPtt I 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 27 th May 1972 

S.O. 2138. — The following draft of certain rultl-s 
further to amend the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, 
which the Central Government proposes to make, after 
consultation with the Drugs Technical Advisory Board, 
in exercise of the powers conferred by sections 12 and 
33 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 1940), 
is published, as required by the said sections for the 
information of all persons likely to be ail'ecled thereby 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be 
taken into consideration on or after the expiry of three 
months from the date of publication of this notification 
in the Official Gazette. 

2. Any objections or suggestions which may be re- 
ceived from any person with respect to the said dralt 
before the period so specified will be considered by the 
Central Government: — 

Draft Rules 

(1) These rules may be called the Drugs and Cos- 
metics (Amendment) Rules, 1972. 

(2) In the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945. 

(i; in rule 65, after sub-rule (18.) the following sub- 
rule shall be inserted namely: 

“( 1 ( 1 ; The licensee shall not sol] any drug otherwise 
than in its original container packed by manu- 
facturer or repacker as the case may be: 

Provided that this condition shall not apply to 
the sale of any drug by a Pharmacy or safe 
of any drug supplied on the prescription jot 
a Registered Medical Practitioner.” 

(ii) for the rules 9G, 97 the following rules shall res- 
pectively he substituted, namely:- - 

96 Manner of Labelling.— (1) Subject to the other 
provision of these rules, the following particulars shall 
be either printed or written in indelible ink and shall 
appear in a conspicuous manner on the label of the 
innermost container of any drug and on every other 
covering in which the container is packed. 

“(i) The name of the drug .— For this purpose the 
proper name of a drug shalL be printed or written In a 
more conspicuous manner than the trade name, if any, 
which shall be shown immediately after or under the 
proper name and shall be — 

(a) for drugs included in Schedule F, the name 
given therein; 

(b) for drugs included in the Indian Pharmaco- 
poeia or the pharmacopoeias and official com- 
pendia or drugs standards prescribed in rule 
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124, the name or synonym specified in the 
respective pharmacopoeias and official com 
pendia of drugs standards followed by letters, 
T.P.’ or as the case may be being the recognised 
abbreviations of the respective 'Pharmacopoeias 
and official compendia of drug standards; 

(c) for drugs included in the National Formulary 
of India, the name or Synomym specified 
therein followed by the letters ‘N.F.I.’; 

f cl) for other drugs (1) the International non- 
proprietory name, if any, published by the 
World Health Organisation or where an Inter- 
national Non-proprietary name is not published 
the name descriptive of the true nature or 
origin of the substance or (2) in case of pre- 
parations containing more than one ingredient 
the name indicative of the ingredients which 
are therapeutically most effective. 

(ii) A correct statement of the net content in terms 
of weight, measure, volume, number of units of activity 
as the case may be and the weight, measure and volume 

^shall be expressed in Metric System. 

(iii) The content of active ingredients. 

This shall be expressed — 

(a) for oral liquid preparations in terms of Ihe 
content per single dose, the dose being indi- 
cated in 5 mili-litres or multiple thereof. 

Provided where the dose is below 5 millilitres the 
contents of active ingredients may be expressed in 
terms of one millilitre; 

(b) for liquid parenteral preparations ready for 
administration in terms of 1 millilitre or per- 
centage by volume or per dose in the case of a 
single dose container: 

Provided that if the preparation is contained in an 
amoule it will be enough if the composition is shown 
on the label or wrapper affixed to any package in which 
such ampoule is issued for sale. 

(c) for drugs in solid form intended for par°nteral 
administration in terms of Units or weight per 
milligrammes or gramme; 

(d) for tablets, capsules, pills and the like, in 
terms of the content in each tablet, capsule, 
pill or other Unit, as the case may be; 

(e) for other preparations in terms of percentage 

by weight or volume or in terms of Unitage per 
gramme or millilitre ?.s the case may be: : 

Provided that clause (iii) shall not apply to phar- 
imacopo°ial preparations w’mre th° composition of such 
preparations is specified in the respective Pharmacopoeia 
and to a preparation included in the National Formulary 
of India. 

(iv) Name and address of the manufacturers: 

Provided that if the drug is contained in an ampoule, 
it shall be enough if only the name of the manufacturer 
and his principal place of business is shown. 

(v) Every drug shall bear on its label a distinctive 
batch number, that is to sav, the number by reference 
to which details o f manuf "otu-'-p of the particular hat^h 
from which ihe substance in the container is taken are 
recorded and are available for inspection, the figu-e 
representing the batch number being preceded by the 
words ‘Batch No.’ or ‘Batch’ or ‘Lot No.’ or ‘M.L.’ 

(vi) Every drug manufactured in India shall be >r 
on its label Ihe numb'’- of liee-- 0 , , — 

drug is manufactured, the figure representing the manu- 
facturing licence number being preceded by the words 
‘Manufacturing Licence Number - or ‘Mfg. Lie. No.’ or 
‘M.L.’ 


(vii) Drugs specified in Schedule P and their pre- 
parations including combinations with other drugs 
shall bear on their labels the date of manufacture and 
the date of expiry of potency and the period between 
the date of manufacture and the date of expiry shall 
not exceed that laid down in the said Schedule under 
the conditions of storage notified by The Licensing 
Authority under sub-rule (1) of rule 59: 

Provided that this period may be extended by the 
Licensing Authority specified in“ clause (b) of rule 21 
in respect of any specified drug is satisfactory evidence 
is produced by the manufacturer to justify such an 
extension. 

(viii) Drugs specified in Schedule (1) and their pre- 
parations including combination with other drugs shall 
bear on the labels the date of expiry of potency fixed 
by the manufacturer. 

Explanation. — For the purposes of clause (vi)) and 
(viii) above the date of expiry shall be in term of 
month and year and it shall mean that the drug is 
recommended till the last day of the month and the 
date of expiry shall be preceded by the word ‘Expires’. 

(ix) Every drug intended for distribution to the 
medical profession as a free sample* shall, while com- 
plying with the labelling provisions under clauses (i) 
to (viii). further bear on the label of the container 
the words ‘Physician’s Sample — Not to be sold’ which 
shall be overprinted. 

(2) The particulars prescribed in the preceding sub- 
rule shall be printed or written in indilible ink either 
on the label borne by a container of vaccine lymph or 
on a label or wrapper affixed to any package in which 
the container is issued for sale and the said particulars 
shall be indilibly marked on the sealed container of 
surgical ligature or suture or printed or written in 
indelible ink on a label enclosed therein. 

Nothing in these rules shall be deemed to require 
the labelling of any transparent cover or of any wrap- 
per, case or other covering used solely for the purpose 
of packing, transport or dlivery. 

(3) Where by any provision of these rules any parti- 
culars are required to be displayed on a label on the 
container, such particulars may, instead of being dis- 
nlayed on a label, be etched. printed or otherwise 
indelibly marked on the container: 

Provided that, except where otherwise provided in 
ihese Buies the name of the drug or any distinctive 
letters intended to refer to the drug shall not be etched, 
painted or otherwise indelibly marked on any glass 
contained other than ampoules.” 

“97. Labelling of medicines. — (1) The container of a 
medicine for internal use made up ready for the treat- 
ment of human ailments shall — 

(a) if it contains a substance scarified in Schedule 
E. and not soecified in Schedule G, be labelled 
with the word ‘Poison’. 

(b) if it contains a substance specified in Schedule 

G, be labelled with the words “Caution”. It 
is dangerous to take this^ preparation except 
under medical supervision”. 

(c) if it contains a substance specified in Schedule 

H. it shall be labelled with words: 

“Schedule H Drug” 

“Warning— To be sold by retail on the_ prescription 
of a Registered Medical Practitioner only.” 

' (d) if it contains a substance specified in column 
1 of Schedule E in a strength below that 
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specified In column 2 thereof, be labelled with 
the words: — 

“Caution — It la dangerous to exceed the stated dose”. 

(e) If It contains a substance specified in Schedule 
L, it shall be labelled with the words: 

“SCHEDULE L DRUG" 

"Warning — To be sold by retail on the prescription 
of a Registered Medical Practitioner only.” 

Provided that if the preparation is contained in an 
ampoule and It contains substance specified in Schedule 
G, or Schedule H or Schedule L, it shall be sufficient if 
only the symbol G, H or L representing Schedule G, 
Schedule H or Schedule L respectively, appears promi- 
nently on the upper left hand corner of the label. 

(2) The container of an embrocation, liniment, 
lotion liquid antiseptic or other liquid medicine for 
external application which is made up ready for the 
treatment of human aliments, shall be labelled with 
the words "For external use only” and if the medicine 
contains a substance specified in Schedule E, the con- 
tainer shall be labelled with the words “Poison — For 
external use only”. 

(3) The containef of a medicine made up ready, only 
for treatment of an animal shall be labelled conspi- 
cuously with words “Not for human use, for animal 
treatment only” and shall bear a symbol depicting the 
head of a domestic animal. 

(4) The container of a medicine which is not made 
up ready for treatment shall, if the medicine contains 
a substance specified in Schedule E, be labelled with 
the word “Pioson”. 

Explanation: — A medicine shall be deemed to be made 
up ready for treatment If it is made up and labelled 
with a dose ready for use, whether after or without 
dilution. 

(5) The container of a medicine prepared for treat- 
ment of human ailments shaU. if the medicine contains 
industrial methylated spirit, indicate this fact on the 
label and be labelled with the words— “For External 
Use only”. 

(ill) for rule 105, the following rule shall be substi- 
tuted namely: — 

“105. Packing of Drugs. — Drugs manufactured for sale 
shall be packed in containers Intended for retail sale.” 

(Iv) for rule 109, the following rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely:— 

“ 109 -Labelling — ( 1 ) The following particulars and 
such further particulars, If any, as are specified in 
Schedule F or Schedule FC1) as the case may be, shall 
be printed or written In Indelible ink on the label of 
every phial, ampoules or other containers of a subs- 
tance specified in Schedule C and on every other cover- 
ing in which such phial, ampoule or container is 
packed— ■ 

(a) where a drug is imported, the number of 
licence under which it is imported, preceded 
by the word “Import Licence”: 

Provided that no reference shall be made to any 
other import licence number granted by any authority 
outside India on any label or container or In any 
covering in which the container is packed or in any 
other matter of advertisement enclosed therewith; 

(b) Where a test for potency in units is required 
by these rules a statement of the potency in 
units defined in terms of relation 1o the 
Standard preparation specified in Schedule F 
or Schedule F(!) as the case may be. 


Provided that this clause shall not apply in case of 
vaccine lymph or surgical ligature or suture; 

(c) Where a test for potency or maximum toxicity 
is required the date up to which the substance 
if kept under suitable conditions may be ex- 
pected to retain a potency not less than that 
stated on the label of the container, or not to 
acquire a toxicity greater than that permitted 
by the test as the case may be. The date of 
expiry shall be in term of month and year and 
it shall mean that the drug Is recommended for 
use till the last day of the month. The date 
o£ expiry shall be preceded by the word 
‘Expires’: 

Provided that nothing in these rules shall be deemed 
to require the labelling of any transparent cover of 
any wrapper, case or other covering used sulcly for 
the purpose of packing, transport of delivery. 

(2) The particulars prescribed in elausf (a) of the 
preceding sub-rule shall be printed or wnuen in inde- 
lible ink either on the label borne by a container of 
vaccine lymph or on a label or wrapper affixed to 
any package In which the container Is Issued for sale. 
The said particulars shall be indelibly marked on the 
sealed container of surgical ligature or suture or prin- 
ted or written in indelible ink on a label enclosed 
therein. 

(3) The following particulars, and such r rther par- 
ticulars if any, as are specified in Schedule F or 
Schedule F(l) as the case may be, shall be .vinted or 
written In indelible Ink either on the label orne by 
the container of any substance specified in Schedule f 
or on a label or wrapper affixed U? any package In 
which any such container Is issued for sale;-- 

(a) Where a test for maximum toxicity ,s required 
by these rules a statement that the substance 
has passed such test. 

(b) the date on which the manufacture of the 
particular batch from which the substance in 
the container is taken was complete, 1 as de- 
fined in Schedule F or Schedule Fill or if 
these is no definition In Schedule F or Schedule 
F(l) as hereafter defined in this ril.e and in 
the case of vaccines prepared from concentra- 
tes, the date of completion of the final pro- 
ducts and the bottling for issue. 

(c) where an antiseptic substance has been added, 
the nature and the percentage proportion in- 
troduced; 

(d) the precautions necessary for preserving the 
properties of the contents to the date indicated j 
in clause (c) of sub-rule Od of this rule. 

(4) For the purpose of clause (b) of the last prece- 
ding rule the date on which the manufacture of a 
batch is completed shall be- 
ta) In case where a test for potency or toxicity 

is required by these rules nr not, being so re- 
quired is accepted by the Licensing authority 
as sufficient for the purpose of fixing the date 
of completion of manufacture, the date on 
which the test was completed, or th« date "n 
which the substance was removed from -o;d 
storage after having been kept at a tempera- 
ture not exceeding 5°G -continuously for a 
period not exceeding two years from the time 
when the last test was completed: 

(b) In cases where no such test is reciuired or 
accepted (i) If the substance is a serum ob- 
tained from living animals, the earliest date 
on which anv material ronlribnHrm to the 
batch was removed from the animal, fii) if the 
substance was obtained by the growl h of or- 
ganisms on artificial media, the earliest date 
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on which growth was terminted in any of the 
material contributing to the batch and (iii) if 
the substance is a brain suspension used m 
the preparation of carbolised antirabic vaccine, 
the earliest date on which any brain material 
contributing to the batch was removed from 
the passage animal: 

Provided that, in cases where no such test is required 
or accepted, if a batch of the substance (including ail 
materials contributing to this batch; has for a period 
of not more than three years been kept in cold storage 
at a temperature not exceeding 50C continuously from 
ine earliest practicable date after that on which the 
material was removed from the animal or on which 
growth was terminated in the material as the case may 
he, the date of removal from cold storage shall be 
treated as the date on which the manufacture of Ine 
batch is completed. 

(c) in al) other cases, the date on which the sub- 
stance is tilled in the container.”; 

(v) in rule 122, clause (b), shall be omitted, and the 
clauses (cj, (d; and (e; shall be renumbered as clauses 
(\I ) , (c) and (d) respectively thereof; 

(vi) in Schedule F, in part IV. 

(a) in section (B), in clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109 (1) (e)” the following expres- 
sion. shall be substituted, namely: — 

“rule 109(1) (c;”; 

(b) In section (C), in clause 3(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109 (1) (el” the following shall be 
substituted, namely; — 

“rule 100(1) (c)”; 

(c) in section (D), in clause 3(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 100(1) (o)” the following expres- 
sion shall be substituted, namely; — 

“rule 109(1) (c;”; 

(d) in section (E), in clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)" the following expres- 
sion shall be substituted, namely; — 

“rule lny(lhc)'”; 

(e) in section (F; in clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion "Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall bo substituted, namely:--- 

“rule 109(1) (c)”; 

(f) in section (G), In clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall be substituted, namely: - 

“rule 109 (lHc)’’; 

(g; In section (H), in clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“rule 109(1) (c)”; 

(h) in section (I), in clause 6(3) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“rule 109(l)(c)”; 

(i) in section (J), in clause 6(3) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall be substituted, namely.— 

“rule 109(1) (c)”; 

(j) in section (K), in clause 4(2) for the expres- 
sion “Rule 109(1) (e)” the following expression 
shall be substituted, namely: — - 

“rule 109(1) (c) 

[No, F.1-62/70-D.1 


d$ fkdV, 27 df, 1972 

*?ToWU'2l38. — dWd STfT JPTTdd dFTTfr fddd, 1945 
TT dk WT dWkd TiTR % f^rr TifdTd fdddf dd fd*dfdl%d 
TFT fdd %dWd ETTTT7 dtdfd dddfldT ddTdTF dt# d 
TUTTl TFd % T7dTd TdTdd TPEft ErftTFddd, 

1 940( 1 940 =51 23)Tftsrrcri2?rk 3 3 TFT TTd vrf^cTTT 
dd 5TW dFTT ^IT, ddFt dd JFdTTdT TTTyfF &, ddd TTNT 
T'drfdd std ddV sdfdddf dd drdddfV % fd'T, 

dFT TFT ddT skftfTd, TddfdTd fodT TON £ if[T rrdTTdFT 
^ddT TV FTTvfr | ddd STITT TT W srfHf^ddT % dFfdTV 
fttt d smfttcr ^‘Td # fdfd d ddr ddddf dd ddrjdr tt 

dT dd% TTdTd fddTT fdidT TTn[dr I 

2 . ddf NTWT dT d^TT TV Tdd TFT dd TTdd W 

ttr fdfdfki TTTftr d fkd dV sdfdd d tut ft tt 
T^ fEr rttr tft fddK Fftt ^rmr i 

f>nr*T *T STT^T 

( l) ?d fdddl dd did d'tdfu dF TSITRd 

dwffr (^ifrard) fddir, 1972 |kr i 

(2) dVdftr ttV-t ttit-t drdcfr fddd 1945 d — 

( 1 ) fddd 65ddTfdTd ( 18) %T7TTd 

TtFi dd IHFd: FTTfdd fd>dT 'dT^TT, STdVddT 

“ (19) sT'JjttRt utu ddrfrdfd fdfddW 

ddF TFT ffT srraTd d 'Id dd dt d dFddT 

fddft dfafd dd did tddT : 

TF3 TddtfV TFT fddft dtdfa % fd^T TT TT 

dfddfVfd fdfdddT 3 dddTdt % dtdFd 

Td TT ft dt fdffft dfaftT % fddIT TT dd 

upv : n r [ d^v ftdv r 

(ii) fdTT 96,97 % ^TTd" TT TiTTF: fd’Fd'FdFTT 
fdW Tfd^dTfTd' f'TT NTT 1 ? 'TTIT : — 

96 . NdfT vTTTd VV TVFd : — ( 1 ) Td" fdTTT % 
W? dT-dtff % WRVd" gn;> fdPdrTfdTd 
Minffedr tt m TV thttV tt wFdd 
utttV d fafT f^rriTTfr 5ftr FttV ^tYct jV % 

RWd ?Fd dd" TTRTd % ddd TT 5TfT STcddi 
(Spq- ^JTdTd TT fddT ^TTKITd T o fdTT dTT 

dfdTDT TVfd T TdVd I 

" (i) 55T>cr«ft «f>T dl*T: — TTTdd % fd^ dtdfl 
TT fprr4 dFT, 5TTTF dTd TT, dfd \\ 
strfsid: frfd d ijfed Fftt dThJrr 

TT fTTNT j) TOTT dl STT TTTtV did % TTdTc^ 
TT dt% fd'JTdr dTddT dk : 
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(e) ee^eY V Jr rIteFte eIeFe R Frt 
ter Ftet ert Em - etet ; 

(<e) ETTETE EkfE ElE RT rRtRt RTET it 

Ek Ptrr 124 Jr IeFee eMe etee 
R RTTREtE RTT-REi? Jr rF-rPtE 
EtEFEET R fsrtr ERE EEE EtEE Ekf 
Ek eRtFe RFEE % RTEEtE EK-ERg 
if fafafe: ETE RT ERpE % TWl ‘Erf° 

'ft o’ ffr et eetFePt eeE eee 
eVte Rtet Ek ^ftqfir etee R e-feeIe 

ETT REg R EFEET EFE E^ETET ffT ; 

(r) ETEE Rf TT®RtE E.F^JETf Jr EfiRfEE EWE 
% knr TER kkfkd ETE ET EEfa g>TT Ek FeeR EEE™T 
if ‘itro ircpo Erfo’ ewe jffJr ; 

(e) tee sfrqfgr % Fee ( l) Ft-TR tetter rest 
eHTT EREffTE EFT EtETEkt RTE, Eft Rli 

ft, ET Tgf RRTF^fE ETE-ETETEkt 
E7R ERFFfkr Eft FfFRT EET ET, Eft EEfE 
REft TETE ETTRERR ERERRE ETR 
ET ( 2 ) rnff fEfRfEEf Rt ERF R FERE 
TTRT R rFeRF ERR ft ET FeFrET RTTE 
Rt F|Ft E RfER ERTEt ft, TE ETRf R 
EFR TEETER fRir Erifff I 

(ii) RTT, RTR, EfTRTR, fREFRETE R REFER Rt 
REEF % EE R WE 5FEET5 EE EErWfE 
Eft fEEER Rk RIT, ETE RlT EfkPE 
tfkt EEfE R RpE°ERE fR" EFtfE I 

(iii) RfkE EERt Rt RETETf I 

Eg RpEkEE FEET EFREr : — 

(R) Eft REFT RTET Eff EEkTE; R ET if ER 
E RE EFft EE fEfEfEET R fRir TETJEF 
EE 5 fREft fETT ET TeR REE R TEEFTE 
EFtR : 

TTEJ Eft RTET 5 faRt Eke E RE % Ef EfER EeRT 
Rt EFEETE; F^EF faRt RkT R T>E R TrfkEEE Rt RT eReI ; 

(et) teefe if efe etR R Fee eer ee 
RFERT FiMeET R Fee 1 fRRt 'll d J 

ET EftRTR ETR EFtRE EF E^T RFET 
RTETE Rt ERT R Ef% RFEr R EE Jf : 

ER5 Eft FtFre reeef if vir e^ gr Rr Ef EEfFr fkr 

Eft fRRt $Rsr ET WE EE k rI^E ET RETT EfRE 

Rt eI it fRRR ett rew fERE R Fee ttFT Feet etet | ; 


(e) efeet Fee tte R rfrFee ste ee if 
rteFe R Fee eFt fF'fr ete et ete 
E^R f Er RFT R EE if ; 

(e) FrfREr, R-E'T, etFref, e!t erI ft EfRf 
R Fte EErfTEFE, ERR FtFrET, R c E'E ; 
Et'tt ET TFE ete: if Rr R'REPf R Rq if ; 

( 5 ) TFE FrfRFEEf R Fee RK ET EkEPE 
sett eFtre R "e r ef eetReFt 
eFt etr Er Fret Rt?^ R *e r ; 

ee?5 fR jife ( iij ) Efft rteFt Rfe FtFeF fe't Rt e?f R 
ERtFrfRFrE'f Rt tret rer ree RtqR R, t if FeFtFRe 
I Rk Etff FtFeFt Rf, E'r efr eF erefe EE*EEFt if 

Rf ^rFeFt f , Rnj Ef f sfkT 1 

(iv) ftFrETET ET EFR Rtf EET :~ ETEJ 

RfEFT R^TR R W ET>t EF Ef EET r R ETET 
Eft FEfERFET RT ETR RK TrR RTEP: 

Rr EEFE TER Ef%E fR IT ETE I 

( v ) ecRr rIeFe R rer Rer t': tFer Re rsrt 

EtEt, REfE EE RSET FerR FtER R FftrT 

fEfwR ee R fEFrRfE R Ferr err 
R t rtreT rft Rf I, fRnRr rFrPtFee Fpr 
ER f Rk FEEtRR R Frit RERtE % EE 
R RRT EE EfRFTFRTE E"tR ETRT REi EE REEF 
m “rt? E5ET” ET ‘RTTR’ RSEf R E^RgfRT I 

(■vi) ere if fEPrfiR ERET rIeFstR reR RER 
er tr r^eRe Rt rw Rkr 
FerR RtftE RkFr fEFEfRR Rt Rt 

ifFEEFRFE TPJ?r-fE RSET ET eFeFtFRcE 
Ekt ETRT RTF TeFtrIr EERcfE RRRF 
ET FEfERfR ‘5PJo EisEr' RT ‘tTRo TJv[o ’^Rf 
R ERE if I 

(Vii) REfEt Pf if FEFEFEe RfEFE EfT 
TR-ff fEfRpTET R Fere RtEFsiRf Rr-R R ETE^ 
rFfer vfr I, et FERfEtr R)‘ Erffw 
rtt RfRR Rt rrtFr Rf rtFFe RtrI- srk 
fEtERTR Rf ETTfE RTT eETFr Rt ETtI *E R 

#E Rt EeFe fEEE 5 9 R TEfEER ( 1 ) 

R ERIE TRJETEiE RfRETfr 3RT eFe^FeR 
R?n; Rt Tfff R RfftE ter E^gRt if 
rFrtFtr R rFeef R^t RtRf : 

ET?T RR EeFe Fere 21 R RE (e) if fEfEfkT ER- 
5TTEE ETFREkt sTR FerT Rt fRFEfRr eRtFr R RiRET if 
fEFErfRr Rt ET rReR rFe fEfERfcFT STTT titft fERTRRT 
EE EtfERT RRTFeR ErRf R Ft^ REtEEE RTSE Rr FeRT ETR I 

(viii) kjgRt V ( 1 ) if fEfEk'T EkrfR Ek TrRt 
Frf%fRRf R, fERR ETR EkfR R RTR RfR^PR 
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(iff) BfB ^Bif V if BBTB t Bt 

'bTBBET' fBfBB Bt fBfBeBT TBBSEB % 

BBfr %' fxrBTB att jsbtttbt t 2 aba ^ththt 

ATBBT I 

(b) irfr ^rif wrft V if b?tb | eft 

PrWpA ' fa B Hmt BT ABA ABTRT AT[”Tr- 
'TBTB'fft A srWst' 

'%BTBTt — BBT TpBjtfET pBfBcBT ■vrB.lEPt % 
beet bt bt etbt if fEBB ^ frrcr' 

(b) bIb ?B if BBgBt t % tbft i Jr bbib 

btt% ttub 2 if f^rnfr^ it BfBi Jr bb f Bt 

BB W*Bt BT BET BBTBT BTEBt : — 

"BTETET — EpBB BEST A BfEB BBT ®TEW 

t I" 


Sec. 3(ii)J 


^fT | BET T? f^fTfrfcTT TFT pBBB BpET Bt 
tpttPbt T?t bttei SfBt i 

ETCBtBT7B-37TT *t’ (VII) ?HT (VIII) % BBTiETf 

% Pet Bt BTfEB BET bV BB E FT if fTEft sftT 

?m m bt sett fr eft b ttPbb for at BlBpa bt 
pBErpTA Ef B? B Air TETTPeT Bt BTffA ,j TBTET fteft S’ 
TEA B B^EB ^Ett I 

(i) PbPEcBT STTETT Bt Pe.BTB BEE % 
ir ferr % fTE Ewfer tew ?Msr, ett 
(i) E (viij) WB TETETAETt ^WEff 
BT TETTFET ETB frT £mJTB B AW BT 
TbPe-ET % fTF BBBT— fEEB % fAE Elf 
TEE Bp ijfTT Pw TTlTrit | 

( 2 ) gsmt etPtw ir Prim Miifert Bfer 
# ATmff 3TT TTpET Wlflf ir BT AT BBBET 
Axfi + I % mTET % AW BT BT PeaT BATA 
BT ABI 11 , W PbaI BAH BT ETMi’l BT fATEt 
miET PEBBI % Pu* PvBT A I A I S pTBtt AU'/ifl 
sfpT WT pTfsTfWBT EfET 

BT B'ETB % BVnTB 5ITEIET IT 5rfi|T TT B 
fBf%T Bit TflEBt BT 3B% BTB fBg "fB TBT 
TT BfsB # BE(Bt BT srfRT EBTBt it f?EBt 
BTTBl I 

W fWT Aft Ttf fit BET BT BftBBB 
BT bPeTB % TTTREB JEftBB % f^Tr SEJBB 
fTBt '4t BTBBBT BBTB BT fBETt EitHTf %B 
BT 5T?B BTABJBBt BT : TTB EBTt % fan; 
STtfsET BSt BB?ft mrift I 

3. ATT fBBBt % feft BBB“B TFT fTBt Bt 

iBTtTET % ^BB BT Ttf fBftrfiTBr BrmfBB 

fw ^ % fm TTtfaET | BBT n^fp fBfrrffcTBT 

BBT BT BrB^fBBTT^ % BBPT BTSTET BT 

BlTlfBB BT BfBB Tt BTBift BT TFBBT STTBET 
^ * 

BT BfBT BB ^ fBf^B Tt BTEift I 

BTET TB fBBBf it BBT miBT TTbReT % fBBTB BtBfB 
BT BET BT bVtPb % fBfTB T Tbit BTBfBB Btf Bt 
T[fBB B5TT BgTT B fBB PfErt Bt TTB % BTETET BX BcBt- 
fBB, fBfBB BT B?BBT ^PHd ¥B ir fBpBB BBT PfB I BTBBT I 

"97 bIBB Bf BBB BBTBT 

( 1 ) BEB fTBT BBtB % friTT BET Ib #BTTt % 
BBBTT % Pbtt #BTT pT<7' BE pEfft B>T’J, 

Br BTarr bt 

(b) bPb ^Bit TEJ’JBt V it pBfTf B’T BBTB B ?ttT 
TET^grt %’ it pBpBfmr BBTB Tff % Tt 
’fW TfsB TT TBET TBTBT ATEBT I 


(f) b(b ^rrit THg^ft B ir Prf-lpET BBT4 S Bf 

pBTBpTfecr T|«Bf BT TBB BBTTBT ATEBT : — 
"TREBt 3 ?ttBB” 

"BTTBBr — %BT y.pTT^tfTT pBf%FTT 'A B BRft % 
TflW-BT BT 'ETBTT it pBBTT % PiTT l” 

btbj Bfe frimr Prrft TTgrr? it t# | <cftr ^rir 
sBTJJBt BJ BT 5ET^Bt T BT SEjg^ft 3 it fBfrfer BBl4 ^ eft 
BT BbItT TTBT Bp? BBT % TTTTt BTB TET # TplT Btlit BT 
SEUpt EJ, 5EyjBl B, 5EJ^t Z TT bIbIbPbcB BF^ ^ bbeb: 
%BT ©, A, BT Bc 1>F 3 BB A BB it BcfpT |t I 

( 2 ) BEE BBBET % pTB nTB'T%BB, ftTpTirT, TTAB, 
55 B fifijcE P-V.B BT 5 FB B»B bIeTT BB 5TTOTB 
At BTB^tB ^tBK % TETBTT ^ ftrg ^BTT PPBT 
BBT S AB BT fT TEBt BBTBT TBTBT AI^BT 
“ABA BUB BBBtB^ftTE,” aU Bft wWw 
itTEJ^t ffir PbPtPtF!: BBTB S Bt BTOTB BT 
BT W^Bt BT ABA BBTRT BTBBT ‘PbB %BTT 
BT^TBBBtB% fATT | 

( 3) PfETt ATBBT % %BA ABBTT % fATT TBIT 
Bt BpB% BTBTT 'IT A<t TB BfB^B BB 

ir abbt abtbt attibt: "btbb ^r bbet ^r finr 
Bff, %ba atbbt tbbr % fm;'' 5ftr BB 

BT B^T AETBT % % T Bt fBtBB BT^ BTAT 

CN 

TTB BeftB ^ETT 1 

(4) PtETt TTtBET BT BTJTB AT BBBTT % pE'; BBTT 
BSt fBBT BBT S, eft BpT *jVtET it B%g^Bt X- 
it tBirfBA B5TB |, Bt BB BT 'fBB’ BT®B BT 
#BB ABTBT A1E[BT I 
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Tq<SSpf?TqT : — ?RR % Pro i^TK PTOT qqT 
qqTO qprqT qpT FR ^TF TORT TOT % TffT folT TOTO % 
h i<s i tt qror qqnn qqT ^ qff qq qqqrq % qrorq 
TO fTOR f'T I 

( 5) TM'=flT qfqTTf % TOTTOT % fqq MR Pftt TO 
TffTO % TOSTO IT qfa TO TffTO if TfPrfPrq qTOTO pTO 
fro ^ cfr qro ft to q®q to qqq ifro qfr tow 

WET % Pir” TO q®if TO -TO IT Tfqq RTOT '01001 I 

(iii) Pito 105 % tom TO Pi TO P-iP^q Pi 00 

qpTTOTfTO fTOTT qTTOT, Wry : — 

“105 : — flfafq Vf Aws TOqT 

Phot % Pro faPrfw Wrfqqf, qrqr 
Pi TO % PT^ TTPqPrq STTETRf if qq qf 
q m 1 ” 

(jv) PnrtT 1 09 % WT IT pFqfqfqq qpTTOTTfqq 
fqqr qrnqp Wry : — 

“ 1 0 9— PTSIH TITOqT. — ( 1 ) Pu-TpHfad Pl- 
fqfeqf ntr yqf PrFqfWrt, qfe qff 
if, qf tttIttRt ?rjgRf q or qyyqf ^ 
( 1 ) if PrPrfTR £ Wq toff, qqyq to 
TOjyqf q if PrfqfqTO qW % srrETRf 
% Wq TO TrfT Wfq TITO toWr 
qT fWif TOTT TOTOT, tfJFfT qr TOFFr ROT 
Pfto wt £., qfro # qrroff qr Wr? 
TORf if Pwf qTTOff I 

(q) qyf srVfa or wm Pfto fto t tot fqq- 

% WPf ^TTT TTITOq pFTO FTO % TOT 
qqqpq qf TOto % qW 1 Wrrq TrqwPq’ 
qro yfq : 

to j% qfc frorfim to qrmq to to froff 
sqTqTT ii fqqif Trrerrq qq Pfto w | to 
toff qrq W to fqqrrq % froff TOqqrqif 
if rtt % toto froff off snfsjqnrf tow 
fortt Pftft str qfioiT - qfo^P-T o'stt 

o o 

T tPt Ttf Pr?w T^f fqTTT TTROr : 

( , y) ji^i ir pRof 3 PT qqrqff Pr wPrt or 
qrfsrur f%rr ^ttt sn-feur P: tr tttPrPi 
?F jgRf t tt w-rg^ff T(ii) if PrPiPn: 
5TTRT frPrfT % fl'qu T KRif TfGTrpTT 
TTTt if qrPfT TI Pfu.t : 

8TT^ Rp[ qqqfPT 'TUPfR TT ttr- 

W^tPt tit TTfT TTPrr T TTpir F TrFJ 
off gPn : 

(t) Tfrfqr m fw^n % Prq 

TTpUT TTfftR I Tf Fiffg' Ptt TRT 


ttpt qfr fFtt qqrrtff % nafT t^t tti 
t Tf tt thott % Srt tt TFrPRPr 
TiPlT TlfTT if f^tt ttPft tPt!i i Pr q 'R 
tt 'iPpan spt srgw if ^rftjr prar^TT 
ttPr ttP # ?riwr ^Pff 1 Tunfrr 
Tf RfpT, OTRT TffT TT % TT if SFff TflT 

^TTT TTTFf TS fFTT PfT ilfqftT # TTR 
% ttPtt Ptt tot ottt % Pro PtttPw 

TT of ^ I TTlfTT TTf TTTpT % qT 'TTRI 

^mr %’ tft itff : 

qrrg; ^ fqznff Tf qr'lf off TTT TfT 

Trip ofTTR TT RpTIT §T RWT 

wtrr % Ptit srqqT fqrff %?t tt 
* ■? ' 

TRT TTIWr ^ 'TTRTJTf RT iR 5 T 

^FTP % PTR TiPPiT Tjff TT?ff ^.off I ^ 

(2) q-TT-ff Tlpm % (qr) if qfwr frf^lP*dqi 
tq^fPr TFffqrr % tiptr tt rtt Prt tt m fTTf tt 
qqp to; tt tt fqrif ttotr- IPtt #t Pot 
fw rtttt | qr cff ojfer qff '4iqqf tt ttPtt RTif if fqnaf 
Tiqqf 1 w PrPrfWf 9 tr frfwfPr to m ttPit 
qr HTSTO? ttott qr ttPtt ift if Prf^T qif 'qwqf m to% 
ttpt iPtr irro qT irfor qif ^rqfp tt ttPtt RRf ^ Pr-sf 

■3 

qrPl'ff 1 

( 3) Pr r Tf?rft)tf PrPrrPTqi qffr f/jff t^et |%frrPTqT, 
qf< qpf ?'f, tt TOrfpqPr ^ tt ?Fjg^f t( 1) if 
PtPtPrt f tt qf TFrgrf n if fqPrlw Prrff qqpq % ttoft 
qr qpf #ro qrqiPfrqf q%T qr FOTrr tut tto ft fPto qr 
froif OOTT Tif^ TTOR fTOF % pTR fqqq ^TTO | Ffe I 
JiTqqff qr ttPr wniff if fiF#r ^tttot : — 

(qr) qiff to Prqqf sttt TrPTqrqq Potojctt qn 

qfRpq TriPui if q^f iTT TOT qq rnp qrqq 

q?r qqr 4 TO qffsro qfr gro rtto | 1 

(qr) q?T mrf'q, Ptoott Pr-qf fqTO Tort 
qq fqfrofq ProF Fraiq if qqqf PqqT qqr 
qqgq'r q m qqqqr q( 2) if, qqrqfrqTpqq 
■ju gf qqr qr qr qPr to PrTOifTO^qTOra; 
qqrqfrqrfqq qq^ ^ 1,1 q( 1) 
if qq^ qfrqnTT q?f i qf’' R-qq P PrfqTr 
qwfq qff qqr P -Tf fqq "fttt % ^qr qfq qfT 
Pnfq % Pro qfqq qrif qff qRra 1 

(q) qrtq Pqf firpqq q?uf q'tyr qqr I qr qV 5 

qq qqT j r qr fr-'t qfr srPrqq qqqTq 1 

(q) W fqqq % qqfqqq ( 1 ) q qq (q) if qq- 
qfqqqf q? qrrPir qq TFqqFjyff q qqa# 
% qfqrqq % Pro qrqroq yqtTOTfqqf 1 
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( 4 ) ctTtt qqqqf qqfqqq % n? (?) % spfpsrq ? 
f"Trr Ef qrqPir fsTETt Fqqft ?? TT FtFeeW gTf ft ^TTT % 
TDtW ftnt : — 

(qr) ^5Tr airnfif^T ^ fwr- 

tjtt % Fro q^lm ^Ptet ft mu ft, fqug 
W'T-Trfir sm Fir mfa? Fttt tttt 

frfTJTTT % qu tut' qft trit Fete tut % 
a-TtsrT % fn'T qqfeq UrtTTq fw STITT f, 
Tn TPCt^T fTTFt TftW’JT ^TT pTT ET TT Tf 
?!X\? fTTUflt RE TUFT E ?? EpTE tOw? 
'JTT f5TT ET ft ?f E EtFeTT Tt fEUTT TTET- 
?f? % fE9 5 0° it CTTFiTT ^ cflTTT’T it ut 

jttt %t?ttt q;m sftTEqfrqrq E ^ftt 
qqr qr i 

(it) if I^itt Tftwor TTtRsTT TT 

qqfrrq q ft (i) ?f? ?tf?? srpurif it strt 
qruf EFUT t rtt Tf ft EE mfm, FeETT 
?ti qquf FeeE ?? qrr FeeFe f,m |, ettrtt 
E Fettet ^ttt «tt, (ii) qfq eteee qq 
Elq Tt qFq TRT 5TRT FtET EET *TT Et 
Ef 3# EE Trim fsTETt ?? TT F-TeK ??? 
TTTt F^ft ETEtft TT ?f? EEFE ft qf ft, 
Ttr (iij) TfT TTTfTTTST !T?3t?fTT fqqftE 
qft FeFeFe if spjqTT EfUT' : T'J|Et TT qqrE 

?T cfr Tf gTEE TTRtir fsTTEfTT Ttf fq TT 
FeeW TUT TTET Ttf eFuT 1 ^ qqr«T FEt 

ETEET % FEnTT EET «TT 1 

TUT PUT TWim it 5 T?f li^TT Ttf Tft^FJT wtfwTT qf 
r?\%? E ft Tft qfq TJUf Tt qrtf ?? (%? 
?? TT FeeTE TUT TUT EET qqrEf Tt 
EfFqFEE TT^) EE ^EE ET’SE ETqtET ir, 
hwtFttFt , Fee# Trqqq ir qqrE Fettet 
tut «u qr fq ?ft iruf it qfe trt^t ft qf 
?t, ttt% qqqut TtT qr ^ ?ftFett qrt ^ttFet 
ip Ftp Ftt u 5 ' t ir ^ttFstt TiqqTT tt rfm 
qqfrqR if urt q-j f qt sftq Tirfunr it 
f fitr^irrT qft crifEr qq trEt qqjfr sriqqr 
FTTTTt TIT TT TT fkffRfa ^Xt ftqr | I 

(q) Toft etett if, 4 ? triw fqaqfr qqrq 
srrqrq ir qqr sett % 1 

( v ) Fqqq 1 2 2 if, iqq (iq ) qq Ttq Fqrqr srntqr, 

srtTiqqfq), (t) eTt (h) ^ m: 

(^’)> (t) sffq (q) jq; qqqr- 

Ftt Ftp srrqif : 

(vi) if, ERT 4 if, 

qpT (qf) if nni4 ( 2 ) if "fqqq 109 
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(i) ('■?)” qq% F'Trqqn FqfqFqFiqq qq 
qFq^qrfqfr Fr.qr qrqqr, sTTfr : — 

"fqqq 109 (j) (q) : ” 

(nr) wq (q) if, qfq 3(2) if ‘fqqq 109 (i) 
(q) ” qq t wrq qq FqpqFTFqq srFquriFqr 
Fqrqr srrnqr, crqfq : — 

"ftqq 109 (i) (q) 

(q) qtq (q) if, ^ 3(2) if'fqqq 109 (i) 

( q- ) ” qq % wit qq Ft^tFuFtt qq qfq?qiFqq 
Fqrqr TTqqT, : — 

“Fqqq 109 (i) fq) :” 

(q) qiq (q) if, ^ 4(2) if "fqqtr 109 
(i) (s)” qq % unq qq FqiqfnFfT qq 
qFqqqrFqq fqqi ^qr, ^qfr ; — 

"Fqqq 109 (i) (q) :" 

(q) qrq (?) ifiqq 4(2) if “fr?W 1 09(j) 

( 5 ) ” qq % qqrq qq Fqpqfqrfeq qq TFTqqr- 
Fqq Fttt sttott, qqtr : — 

"fqqq 109 (i) (q) :” 

(?) qqq (®) if, ijir (4) (2) if "Fqqq 109 
(i) ($■)” qq ^ qqpr qq fqqqFqrf%T qq 
qFqqqrFqer F^tt srrqqr, : — 

"fwr 109 (i) (q)" 

(®) qrq (?) if, ra> 4 ( 2) if “Fqqq 109 (i) 
(q) ” qq % qmq qq FTRFqffqq qq qFqqqr- 
fqq Fw stiF.qr, 'q'qfT ■ — 

'Tqqq 109 (i) (q)” 

(?) qiq ( tt) it, iqq e( 3) if "Fqqq 109 (i) 
(q) ” qq % qqrq qq FqrqFTfqrT qq qFqqqr- 
Frq fqrqr qrqqr, qqfq : — 

"Fqqq 109 (i) (q)” i 

(sr) qiq (^r) if, isrq 6(3) if “fqqq iuo (i) 
(q) ” q^ % ^qrq qq Fq^FTFr^ qq qFqfqr- 
Ftct Fttot qrqqr, ?rqtq : — 

"Fete 109 (i) (q)” : 

( 3 =r) ett (q) if, aj? 4 ( 2) if'Tqqq 109 (i) 
(31)” T qqrq qq fqpqfqPiq qq qfqqqq- 
fqr-r Fqrqr tteet, nqla; : — 

"Fqqq 109(1) ( I i)'' 


[qfo 1-62/7 0— ^rj 
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New Delhi , the ISth June 1972. 

Whereas certain draft rules, as specified in column 2 
of the Schedule annexed hereto, further to amend the 
Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, were published, as 
reauired by sections 12 and 33 of the Drugs and Cosme- 
tics Act, 1040(23 o£ 1040), in different issues of the 
Gazette of India fas specified in the corresponding en- 
tries in column 5 of the said Schedule) inviting all per- 
sons likely to be affected thereby to make objections or 
suggestions by the date.: in the corresponding entries 
in column 7 of the Schedule aforesaid; 

And whereas the said Gazettes were made available 
to the public on the corresponding dates specified in. 
column G, of the Schedule aforesaid; 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received 
from the public on the said draft have been consider- 
ed by the Central Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
be sections 12 and 33 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 
1940 (23 of 1940), the Central Government, after con- 
sultation with the Drugs Technical Advisory Board, 
hereby makes the following rules further to amend the 
Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, namely; — 

1, (1) These rules may be called the Drugs and Cos- 
metics (First Amendment) Rules, 1072. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1045; 

(I) in clause (ee) of rule 2, 

(i) in sub-clause (li), after the word ‘medicine’ the 
“excluding the Homoeopathic system of medicine”; 

(ii) in sub-clause (iii) after the words ‘medical re- 
gister’, the following shall he inserted, namely: — 

“, other than a register for the registration of 
Homoeopathic practitioners,”; 

(li) in rule 3A, after sub-rule (2) the following sub- 
rule shall be Inserted, namely; — 

“(3) Thp functions of the laboratory in respect of 
condoms shall be carried out at the Centra 1 
Indian Pharmacopoeia laboratory, Ghazlabad 
and the functions of the Director in respect of 
the said condoms shall he exercised by the 
Director of the said Laboratory."; 

(iii) after rule 32, the following rule shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

“32A. Parlcing and labelling of Homoeopathic medi- 
cine. — No Homoeopathic medicine shall be Im- 
ported unless it Is packed and labelled in con- 
formity with the rules in Part EX- A.”; 

(iv) in pub-rule (1) of rule 45, after the word ‘drugs,’ 
the words "and Cosmolics” shall be inserted; 

(v) in rule 49 — 

(i) In the first proviso for the words ‘in the manu- 

facture and the words’ in the manufacture or’ 
shall he substituted, 

(ii) after the second proviso ihe following proviso 
shall he inserted, namely:. — 

“Provided further that any person appointed as 
Inspector in terms of the preceding proviso 
may he allowed to hold his post after the said 
period of four years, if the State Government 
Is satisfied that he possesses adequate know- 
ledge and competence as Inspector to inspect 
the manufacture of items mentioned in 
Schedule C"; 

(vi) for rule 50, the following rule shall' be substi- 
tuted. namely: — 

“50, Controlling authority. — (1) AH Inspectors ap- 
pointed by the Central Government shall be 
under the control of an officer appointed in this 
helv ’f ’ y the Central Government. 


(2) All Inspectors appointed by the State Govern- 

ment shall he under the control of an officer 
appointed in ( this behalf by the State Govern- 
ment. 

(3) For the purposes of these rules an officer ap- 
pointed by the Central Government under sub- 
rule (1), or as the case may be, an officer ap- 
pointed by the State Government under sub- 
rule (2), shall be a controlling authority."; 

(vi) for the proviso to sub-rule (3) of rule 59 the 
fo 11 wing proviso shall be suhsli'uled, namely:- — 

“Provided that if the applicant applies for the rene- 
wal of a licence after its expiry but within six 
months of such expiry the fee payable for rene- 
wal of such licence shall be rupees twenty plus 
an additional fee at the rate of rupees twenty 
per month or part thereof, and in the case of 
it inerrant vendor or an applicant desiring to 
open a shop in village or town having a popu- 
lation of 5000 or less the fee shall be rupees five 
plus an additional fee at the rate of rupees five 
pec month or part thereof.”; 

(viil) for the proviso to rule 63 the following proviso 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

"Provided that if the application for renewal of 
licence in force is made before its expiry or if 
the application is made within six months of 
its expiry, after payment of additional fee, the 
licence shall continue to be inforce until orders 
are passed on the application. The licence shall 
be deemed to have expired if application for Its 
renewal is not made within six months after Its 
expiry."; 

(i) for sub-rule (3) the following shall be substituted, 
namely ; — 

"(3)0) The supply of any drug on a prescription of 
a registered medical practitioner shall be reco- 
rded at the time of supply in a prescription 
regfster specially maintained for the purpose 
and the serial number of the entry in the regis- 
ter shall be entered on the prescription. The 
following particulars shall be entered in the 
register: — 

(a) serial number of the entry, 

(b) the date of supply, 

(c) the name and address of the prescrlber. 

(d) the name and address of the patient. 

(e) the name of the drug or preparation and the 
quantity or in the case of a medicine made up 
by the licensee, th e ingredients and quantities 
thereof, 

(f) In the case of a drug specified In Schedule C. or 
Schedule H or Schedule L the name of the manu- 
facturer of the drug, its batch number and the 
date of expiry of potency, if any, 

(g) the slnaturp of the qualified person by or under 
whose supervision the medicine wag made up 
or supplied : 

Provided that in the case of drug which are not. 
comnounded in the premises and which are 
supplied from or in the original containers the 
particulars specified In items (a) to (g) above 
may be entered in a cash or credit memo book, 
serially numbered and specially maintained for 
this purpose : 

Provided further that If the medicine is supplied 
on a preserinllon on which the medicine has 
been supplied previous occasion and entries 
mad- in the nrescription register, it shall be 
sufficient if ihe new entry in the register In- 
cludes a serial number, the dnt c of supply the 
ouantitv supplied and a sufficient reference to 
an entry in the register recording the dispers- 
ing of ihe medicine on the previous occasion: 
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Provided further that it shall not be necessary to 
' record the above details in the register or in the 
cash or credit memo particulars in respect 
of : — 

(1) any drugs supplied against presciibed under the 

Employees State Insurance Scheme if all the 
above particulars are given in that prescription, 
and 

(ii) any drugs other than that specified in Schedule 
C, E or L if it is supplied in the original un- 
opened container of the manufacturer and if 
the prescription is duly stamped at the time of 
supply with the name of the supplier and the 
date on which the supply was made and on 
condition that the provisions of sub-rule 
4(8) of this rule are complied with. 

(2) The option to maintain a prescription register 
or a cash or credit memo book in respect of 
drugs and medicines which are supplied from 
or in the original container, shall be made in 
writing to the Licensing authority at the time 
of application for the grant or renewal of the 
licence to sell by retail; 

Provided that the Licensing authority may require 
records to be maintained only in prescription^ register if 
it is satisfied that the entries in the carbon copy of the 
cash or credit memo book arc not legible,”; 

(ii) after sub-rule (11), the following sub-rule shall 
be inserted, namely: — 

“(11-A) No person dispensing a prescription con- 
taining substances specified in Schedule H or L, 
may supply any other preparation, whether 
contaimng the same substance o r not in lieu 
thereof.’’; 

(lii) in sub-rule (12), for the words “Substances speci- 
fied in Schedule E", the following words shall be substi- 
tuted, namely; — 

"Substances specified in Schedule E other than In a 
form ready for internal or external use and."; 

(x) after rule G5, the following rule G5A shall bo in- 
serted, namely: — 

65A. Additional information to be furnished by an 
applicant for licence or a licensee to the licens- 
ing authority. — The applicant for the grant of 
a licence or any person granted a licence under 
this Part shall, on demand, furnish to the 
licensing authority, before the grant of the 
liccnce or during the period the licence is in 
force, as the case may be, documentary eviden- 
ce in respect of the ownership of occupation 
or rental or other basis of the premises, speci- 
fied in the application for licence or in the 
licence granted, constitution of the firm, or any 
other relevant matter which may be required 
for the purpose of verifying the correctness of 
the statements made by the applicant or the 
licensee while applying for or after obtaining 
the licence, as the case may be.”; 

(xi) in rule r o in sub-rule (1), for the proviso, the 
following proviso shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that, where such failure or contravention 
is the consequence of an act or omission on the 
part or an agent or employee, the licence shall 
not be cancelled or suspended if the licensee 
proves to the satisfaction of the licensing 
authority; 

fa) that the act or omission was not instigated or 
connived at by him or, if the licensee is a firm 
or company, by a partner of the firm or a direc- 
tor of the company, or 

(b) that he or his agent or employee had not been 
guilty of any similar act or omission within 
tweleve months before the date on which the 


act or omission in-question took place, or where 
his agent or employee had been guilty of any 
such act or omission, the licensee had not or 
could not reasonable have had, knowledge of 
that previous act or omission, or 

(TO if the act or omission was a containing act or 
omission, ho had not or cuuJd not reasonably 
have had knoweldege of that previous act or 
omission, or 

(d) that he had used due diligence to ensure that tho 
conditions of (he licence or the provisions of the 
Act or the rules thereunder tvxrc observed.”; 

(xii) fur the proviso to sub-l'ule (2) of rule 67-A the 
following proviso shall be substituted, namely; — 

“Provided that if the applicant applied for renewal 
of licence after its expiry but within six months , 
of such expiry the fee payable for renewal of 
such licence shall be rupees five plus an addi- 
tional foe at the rate of rupees five per month 
or part thereof.’’; 

(xin) for tile proviso to rule G-E the following pro- 
viso shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the application for renewal of a 
licence in force is mane before its expiry or if 
the application is made within six months of 
its expii'i , after payment of additional lee, the 
licence shall continue to he in force until 
orders are passed on the application and the 
licence .shall be deemed to have expired if ap- 
plication for its renewal is not made within six 
months alter its expiry.”; 

(xiv) after rule G7-G, the following rule shall be In- 
serted, namely: — 

“67-GG. Additional information to be furnished by 
an applicant for licence or a Ucensee'io the 
licensing authority. — The applicant for the 
grant of a licence or any person 
granted a licence under this Part shall, on 
demand, furnish to the licensing authority, 
before the grant of the licence or during the 
period the licence is in force, as the case may 
be, documentary evidence in respect of the 
ownership or occupation on rental or other 
basis of the premises, specified in the appli- 
cation for licence or in the licence granted, 
constitution of the firm, or any other- relevant 
matter, which may be required for the purpose 
or verifying the correctness of the statements 
made by the applicant or the licensee, while 
applying for or after obtaining the licence, as 
the ease may be.”: 

(xv) in rule 67-11 in sub-rule (1) for the proviso, the 
following proviso shall be substituted, namely; — 

“Provided that, where such failure or contraven- 
tion is the consequence of an act or omission 
on the part ol' an agent or employee, the licence 
rhall not be cancelled or suspended of tho 
i --usee proves to the satisfaction of the licen- 
sing authority: — 

(a) that the act or omission was not instigated or 
company, by a partner of tho firm or a direc- 
tor of the company, or 

(b) that he or bis agent or employee had not 
been guilty oi any similar act or omission with- 
in twelve months before the date on which 
the act or omission in question took place, or 
where his agent or employee had been guilty 
of any such act or omission, the licensee had 
not or could not reasonably have had, know- 
ledge of tEat previous act or omission, or 

(c) if the act or omission was continuing act or 
omission, that he had not or could not reason- 
ably have had knowledge of lhat previous act 
or omission, or 
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(dj that he liad used due diligence to ensure thai 
the conditions ol the Jicence or the provisions 
ut the Act or Uie rules thereunder were 
observed.”; 

(xvij in rule G9, 

(i) tor sub-rule (2), the following sun-rule shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

‘'(21 Every application in Form 24-B shall be 
accompanied by a lee oi mpees lurty auu an 
inspection loe ot rupees ten lor liist inspection 
or rupees live in the case ot inspection tor 
renewal ot licences and every appiicULiun in 
1 orrn 24 shall he accompanied by a tee ot 
rupees iwo hundred and an inspection lee oi 
rupees iitty lor nrst inspection or rupees 
twenty-live in the case ol mspeclion lor 
renewai ot licences. 

(ii) tor suo-rule (3j the following sub-rule shall be 
substituted, namely: — - 

“(3J It a person applies tor the renewal of a licence 
alter its expiry out witnin six months ol such 
expiry, the iee payable for tne renewal of 
suen licence snail be in the case of Form 24-B. 
rupees lurty piu^-ah adullionai lec at the rale 
ot rupees twenty per month or pari thereoi m 
anuitiun to tne rhspeciion tee and, in tne case 
of Form 24, rupees two hundred plus an adui- 
tionai fee at tne rale uf rupees one hundren 
per mouth or .part thereof m addition to the 
inspection fee.”; 

(xvlij in suo-rule (1) of rule (19-A before the Expla- 
nation, tne following pioviso shall be Inserted, namely : — 
“Provided that if the applicant applies for the 
renewal oi a licence alter its expiry but within six 
montus of suen expiry thfe fee payable for renewal ot 
such licence shall be rupees one hundred plus un addi- 
tional tee at the rate ol rupees lilty per month or part 
thereof.”; 

(xviii) in rule 71A for clause .(2; the following clause 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(21 the factory premises shall comply with the 
conditions prescribed in Schedule iVl, and.” 

(xtx) for the proviso to rule 72 the following proviso 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the application for the renewal 
ol a licence is mado before its expiry, or ft the 
application is made within six months of its 
expiry, after payment of additional fee, the 
licence shall continue to be in force until 
orders are passed on the application and the 
licence shall be deemed to have expired if the 
application for its renewal is not made within 
six month* of its expiry.”; 

(xx) for the proviso to rule 73-AA the following 
proviso shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the application for the renewal of 
a licence is made before its expiry or if the 
application is made within six months of its ex- 
piry, after payment of the additional foe, the 
licence shall continue to be in force until orders 
are passed on the application and the licence 
shall be deemed to have expired If “the applica- 
tion for its renewal is not made within six 
months of its expiry.”; 

txxi) for the proviso to rule 75 the following proviso 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the applicant applies for renewal 
of licence after its expiry but within six 
months of such expiry. the fee payable for re- 
newal of the licence shall be rupees three 
hundred plus an additional fee at the rate of 
rupees two hundred per month or a pari there- 
of of in addition to the inspection fee.”; 


(xxiij in sub-rule (1) of rule 75-A before the Expla- 
nation, the following proviso shall be inserted, name-- 

iy: — 

“Provided that if the applicant applies for the re- 
newal of a Jicence alter its expiry but within 
six months of such expiry the lee payable lor 
renewal ol the licence snail be rupees three 
hundred plus an additional iee at the rate of 
mpees iwo hundred per rnontn or a pail there- 
of.”; 

(xxiii) for the proviso to rule 77 the following proviso 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the application iur Uie renewal of 
a licence is made beiore its expiry, or if ihe 
application is made within six months of us 
expny, alter payment ol audition ai iee, Hue 
licence 'sihali continue to be in force until 
omers are passed on the application and the 
licence shall be deemed to nave expired If Ine 
application tor .is renewal is not made within 
six months of its expiry.”, 

(xxivj for the proviso to rule 83-AA tile following 
proviso shall be substituted, namely; — 

"Provided that if the application for the renewal 
of a licence is made beiore ns expiry, or ii me 
application is made within six months of us 
expiry> atLer payment of the additional lee, the 
licence snail continue to be m force until 
oruers are passed on the application and tne 
licence shall be deemed to have expired if the 
application for its renewal is not made within 
six months of tfs expiry.”; 

(xxv) after rule 84. the following rules shall ho 
inserted, namely: — 

"84-A. provision for appeal to the State Govern- 
ment Oy parly whose licence has not been 
granted or renewed- — Any person who ia 
aggrieved by the order passed by the licensing 
autnority refusing to grant or renow a licence 
m Forms 25, 25-A, 25-B, 26, 2H-A, 26-B, 28 and 
2 8- A may within thirty days from the date ot 
receipt of such order, appeal to the a late 
Government and the State Government may, 
after such enquiry into the matter as it consi- 
ders necessary and after giving the said person 
an opportunity lor representing his views in tne 
matter, make such order in relation thereto as 
it thinks tit, 

84-A A Additional information to be furnished by an 
applicant for licence or a licensee to the licen- 
sing authority. — The applicant for the grant of 
a licence or any person granted a licence under 
this Purl shall, on demand, furnish to the licen- 
sing authority, before the grant of the licence 
or during the period the licence is in force, as 
the case may be, documentary evidence in 
respect of the ownership or occupation pn rental 
or other basis of the premises, specilled m Ihe 
application for licence or in the licence grant- 
ed, constitution of the Arm, or any other rele- 
vant matter, which may be required for the 
purpose of verifying the correctness of the 
siaromenls made by the applicant or the licen- 
see. while applying for or after obtaining the 
licence, as the case may be.”: 

fxxvi) for sub-rule (3) of rule 85B the following .sub- 
rule shall be substituted, namely; — 

“(3) If a person applies for renewal of a licence 
after its expiry but within six months of such 
expiry, the fee payable for the renewal of 
such a licence shall be; 

(i) rupees forty plus an additional foe at the rate 
of rupees twenty per month or part thereof for 
the manufacture of Homoeopathic mother tinc- 
tures and potentised preparations; and 
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(li) rupees twenty plus an additional fee at the rate 
of rupees ten per month or part thereof 
for the manufacture of potentlsed prepara- 
tions only.”; 

(xxvil) for the proviso to rule 85F, the following 
proviso shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘‘Provided that if the application for renewal of a 
licence in force is made before its expiry or if 
the application Is made within six months of 
its expiry, after payment of additional fee, the 
licence shall continue to be in force until orders 
are passed on the application and the licence 
shall be deemed to have expired if application 
for its renewal Is not made within six month 0 
of its expiry.”; 

(xxvlli) after rule 85H, the following rule shall be 
inserted, namely: — 

"85H. Additional Information to be furnished by an 
applicant for licence or a licensee to the licens- 
ing authority. — The applicant for the grant of 
licence or any other person granted a licence 
under this Part shall, on demand, furnish to the 
licensing authority, before the grant of the 
licence or during the period the licence is in 
force, as the case may be. documentary evidence 
in respect of the ownership or occupation in 
rental or other basis of the pre- 

mises, specified in the application for 
licence or in the licence granted, 
constitution of the firm, or any other relevant 
matter which may be required for the purpose 
of verifying tho correctness oi^ the statements 
made by the applicant or the licensee, while 
applying for or after obtaining the licence as 
the case may be.”; 

(xxix) in rule 96, after sub-rule (1) the following sub- 
rule shall be inserted, namely: — 

“(1-A) (a) The particulars to be printed or written 
on the label of condoms shall be as specified in 
Schedule R. 

(b) The following further particulars shall be either 
printed or written in indelible ink and shall 
appear in a conspicuous manner on the label 
of the inner-most container and on every other 
covering in which the container containing the 
contraceptives, other than condoms, is packed, 
namely: — 

(i) the date of manufacture 

(II) the date upto which the contraceptive is ex- 
pected to retain its properties 

(iii) the storage conditions necessary for preserving 
the properties of the contraceptive up to the 
date indicated in clause (ii). 

Provided that for oral contraceptives it shall be 
sufficient to display on the label of the con- 
tainer the date of manufacture only."; 

fxxx) In rule 106-A, in sub-rule (B), under clause (ii), 
the following Explanation shall be inserted at the end, 
namely: — 

“Explanation. — This clause shall not apply to a 
Homoeopathic mother tincture manufactured 
outside India.”: 

(xxxi) for sub-rule (2) of rule 138, the following sub- 
rule shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(2) If a person applies for the renewal of a licence 
after expiry but within six months of such 
expiry, the fee payable for the renewal of such 
licence shall be rupees two hundred plus an 
additional fee at the rate of rupees one hundred 
per month or a part thereof: 

Provided that in the case of small scale manufac- 
turer employing not more than five persons the 
fee payable for tho renewal of such licence 


after its expiry but within bxx months of such 
expiry shall be rupees forty plus an additional 
fee at the rate of rupees twenty per month or 
a part thereof.”; 

(xxxil) for the proviso to rule 140 the following 
proviso shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that if the application for renewal of a 
licence in force is made before its expiry or If 
the application is made within six months of 
its expiry, after payment of additional fee. the 
licence shall continue to be in force until orders 
are passed on the application and the licence 
shall be deemed to have expired, if application 
for its renewal is not made within six months 
of its expiry.”; 

(xxxlii) after rule 142, the following rule shall be 
Inserted, namey: — 

“142-A. Additional information to be furnished by 
an applicant, for licence or a licensee to the 
licensing authority. — The applicant for the 
grant of a licence or any person granted a 
licence under this Part shall, on demand, fur- 
nish to the licensing authority, before the grant 
of the licence or during the period the licence 
Is in force, as the case may be, documentary 
evidence in respect of the ownership or occu- 
pation on rental or other basis of the premises, 
specified in the application for licence or in the 
licence granted, constitution of tjbe firm, or any 
other relevant matter, which may be required 
for the purpose of verifying the correctness of 
the statements made by the applicant or the 
licensee, while applying for or after obtaining 
the licence as the case may be.”; 

(xxxlv) after rule 145, the following rules shall be 
inserted, namely: — 

“145-A. From of intimation for purpose of taking 
samples of cosmetics. — Where an Inspector 
takes a sample of a cosmetics for the purpose 
of test or analysis, he shall Intimate such pur- 
pose in writing in Form 17 to the person from 
whom he takes it." 

145-B. Form of receipt for seized cosmetics. — A 
receipt by an Inspector for the stock of any 
cosmetic seized under clause (c) of sub-section 
(1) of section 22 of the Act. shall be in Form 
10 .”: 

(xxxv) In Schedule A; 

(i) for Forms 10 and 17, the following Forms shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“Form 18 

(See rules 55 and 145 B) 

Receipt of stock of drugs /cosmetics seized under Section 
22(l)(c) of the Act. 

The stock of drugs/cosmetics detailed below has this 
dav been seized by me under the provisions of clause 
(c) of sub-section (1) of section 22 of the Drugs and 
Cosmetics Act 1940, from the premises of 


situated at 

Date Inspector 

Details of drugs/cosmetics seized 
Date . , , Inspector 
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Fohm 17 

(See rules 50 and 145-A) 

Intimation to person from whom sample is taken 
To 


I have this day taken from the premises of 

situated at samples of the drugs/ cosmetics 

specified below for the purpose of test of analysis. 

Date Inspector 

Details of/ samples taken 

Date Inspector 

(ii) in Form 21, 

(a) for para 1, the following shall be substituted, 
namely : - 

"1 is hereby licensed 

licensed to sell, slock or exhibit for sale or 
distribute by retail the following categories of 
drugs specified in Schedules C and C(l) to the 
Drugs and Cosmetics ..Rules, 1945* and to 

operate a pharmacy on the premises situated at 

subject to the 

conditions specified below and to the provisions of the 
Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 and the rules there- 
under.’’; 

(b) for para 4. the following shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

“4. Categories of drugs 

(c) after the entry “Licensing Authority’’, the entry 
“*” Delete if not applicable “shall be inserted.”; 

(xxxvi) in Schedule F, 

(11 in Part I, for Section (B) the following shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

“(B) Provisions Applicable to Vaccinum Variolae 
( Smallpox Vaccine) 

Definitions 

1. International name and proper name.— 1 The Inter- 
national name of the preparation shall be ‘Vaccinum 
Variolae’ and the proper name shall be “Smallpox 
Vaccine.” 

2. Descriptive definition. — Vaccinum Variolae (Small- 
pox Vaccine) Is a dried preparation of vaccinia virus 
grown in the skin of living animals or in the membranes 
of the chick embryo or in the vitro cultures of suitable 
tissues and the preparation shall satisfy all the require- 
ments formulated below. 

3. International standard and reference preparation. — 
The International Reference Preparation of Smallpox 
Vaccine (Established in 1962) is dispensed in ampoules 
in ampoules containing 4 mg of freeze-dried smallpox 
vaccine. This reference preparation is in the custody of 
the International Laboratory for Biological Standards, 
States Serum Institute, Copenhagen, The International 
Reference Preparation is intended for the calibration of 
reference preparation for use in this country in the 
manufacture and laboratory control of Smallpox 
Vaccine. 

4. Terminology. 

(!) Primary seed lot means a quantity of virus 
adapted to, and grown on the skin of a living 
animal, which has been processed together and 
has a uniform composition. 

(21 Secondary seedlot means a quantity of virus 
grown in the skin of living animals or in the 
chorioallantoic membranes of chick embryos or 
In tissue cultures, which Is uniform with respect 


to composition and is not more than 5 passages 
removed from a primary seed lot. 

(3) Single harvest means a quantity of material 
harvested from one animal or a quantity of 
material harvested from a group of chick em- 
bryos or tissue cultures Inoculated, incubated 
and harvested together. 

(4) Bulk material means the material at any stage 
after harvesting and before filling Into final 
containers. Bulk material may bo prepared 
from one or a number of single harvests. 

(5) Final bulk means a quantity of vaccine after 
completion qf preparations for filling and present 
In the container from which the final containers 
are filled. 

(6) Filling lot (final lot ) means a collection of 
sealed final containers that are homogeneous 
with respect to the risk of contamination during 
filling or drying. A Ailing lot shall, therefore, 
have been filled In one working session and 
have been dried together. 

(7) Pock-forming unit means the smallest quantity 
of virus suspension that will produce a single 
pock on the chick ehorioallangtoic membrance. 

(8) Plaque-forming unit (PFU) means the smallest 
quantity of virus suspension that will produce 
a single primary plaque in monolayer cell 
cultures. 

5. General Manufacturing Requirements. 

Subject to the other provisions of the rules the 
manufacturer of Smallpox Vaccine shall maintain the 
staff, premises and equipment as laid down in Schedulo 
M and shall also comply with the provisions contained 
in Part 1(A) of this. Schedule in so far as it is applicable 
to the manufacture of Smallpox Vaccine 

6. Production Control. 

(A) Control of Source materials Virus strains. 

(1) The strains of virus used In the production of 
all seed lots shall be Identified by historical 
records. They shall have been shown to the 
satisfaction of the licensing authority to yield 
Immunogenic vaccines which produce typical 
vaccinal lesions in the skin of man followed by 
insusceptibility to subsequent challenge by 
revaceination with a strain of virus known to 
protect man against variols, The strains shall 
produce a characteristic vesicular eruption In 
the skin of rabbits and reproducible charac- 
teristic pock lesions in the chorioallantoic mem- 
brane of chick embryos. In addition, the 
vaccine strains shall be characterized by sero- 
logical tests and animal inoculation. 

(2) Records shall be maintained of all tests made 
periodically for verification of strain character. 

(3) The strain used for vaccine production should 
be one that has never shown a greater tendency 
to produce generalized lesions or lesions of the 
nervous system hi either man or animals than 
other strains of vaccinia virus which have been 
found to be satisfetory without producing 
severe local lesions and marked systemic dis- 
turbance. Strains of so-called ’n&Ufovaccine’ 
shall be excluded. 

7. Animals or tissues for the production of seed virus 
and vaccine. 

(1) Onlv healthy animals or tissues from healthy 
animals, susceptible to ectodermal Inoculations 
with vaccinia virus, or chick embryos obtained 
from healthy flocks shall be used for vaccine 
production. They shall conform to all the 
requirements given in Para 10 of these stand- 
ards. If cel] cultures are used for vaccnie pro- 
duction they shall be shown to be free from 
detectable adventitious agents. 



Sec. 3(ii)j 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12, 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1394 


3085 


(2) Different species of animals. may be used for 
vaccine production or for preparing seed virus. 
Calves, sheep, buffaloes, donkeys and rabbits 
may be used successfully. 

(31 The chorio-allantoic membrane of the develop- 
ing chick embryo and tissues from the embryos 
or young animals of susceptible species may 
also be suitable for virus propagation. 

8. Seed lot system. 

( 1) A Primary seed lot shall be used as original 
material for the preparation of a Secondary 
seed lot. The Secondary see3 lot shall be not 
more than live passages removed from a 
Primary seed lot. If vaccine is produced In the 
skin of a living animal the Secondary seed lot 
shall be prepared from the Primary seed lot 
without passage In chick embryos or tissue 
cultures. Vaccine shall be prepared from a 
seed lot without intervening passage. 

(2) Seed lots should be maintained either in dried, 
frozen, or glyeerinated form. If a glycerinated 
seed lot is used it shall be kept continuously at 
a temperature below 0“C. 

9. Tests on seed lots jo r the presence of extraneous 
micro-organisms. 

(1) The seed lot In the dilution used as inoculum 
for the production of vaccine in the skin of 
animals, shall satisfy the requirements of para 
14 of these standards. 

(2) The seed lot used for the production of vocclne 
in chick embroyos or in tissue cultures shall 
after rehydration if applicable, satisfy the 
requirements of para 19. 

10. (B) Production precautions to be taken in the pro- 
duction of Smallpox Vaccine in matters relating to 
cleanliness of the premises, rooms, apparatus, equip- 
ments and materials, and the precautions against con- 
tamination shall be such as to ensure the purity, sterility 
and strength of the Vaccine and shall be approved by 
the licensing authority, with the following additional 
precautions, namely: — 

(1) Where Vaccines produced in the skin of living 
animals. 

(a) The animals shall be freed of ectoparasites, and 
each animal shall be kept in quarantine under 
veterinary supervision for at least two weeks 
prior to the Inoculation of the seed virus. 
Before inoculation the animals shall be cleaned 
and thereafter kept In scrupulously clean stalls 
until the vaccinal material Is harvested. 

(b) During a period of five days before inoculation 
and dqring incubation the animals shall remain 
under veterinary supervision. They shall 
remain free from any sign of diseases, and 
dally rectal temperatures shall be recorded. If 
any abnormal rise in temperature occurs, or If 
any clinical sign of disease Is observed the pro- 
duction of vaccine from the' group of animals 
concerned shall be suspended until the cause of 
these Irregularities has been resolved. The 
prophylactic and diagnostic procedures adopted 
to exclude the presence of infectious disease 
shall be submitted for approval, to the licensing 
authority. 

(C) The inoculation of seed virus shall be made on 
such parts of the animals as are not liable to 
be soiled by urine and faeces. The surface 
used for inoculation shall be so shaved and 
cleaned as to procure the nearest possible 
approach to surgical asepsis. If any antiseptic 
substance deleterious to the virus" Is used in the 
cleaning process ft shall be removed by 
thorough rinsing with sterile water prior to 
inoculation. During inoculation the exposed 
surface of the animal not used for inoculation 
shall be covered with sterile covering, 


(d) Before the collection of the vaccinal material, 
any antibiotic shall be removed and the Inocu- 
lated area shall be subjected to a repetition of 
the cleaning process. The uninoeqlated sur- 
faces shall be covered with sterile covering, 

(e) Before harvesting the animal shall be killed 
painlessly. The animals shall be exsanguinated 
before harvesting to avoid heavy admixture of 
the vaccinal material with blood. 

(f) The vaccinal material from each animal shall 
be collected separately with aseptip precautions. 

(B) All animals used in the production of vaccine 
after being killed shall be examined by autopsy. 
If evidence of any generalised or systemic dis- 
ease other than vaccinia is found, the vaccinal 
material from that animal shall be discarded. 
If the disease is considered to be a communi- 
cable one. the harvest from the entire group of 
animals exposed shall be discarded. 

(21 Where Vaccines produced in the chick embry oh — 

(a) Only eggs from flocks known to be free from 
disease, including avain leucosis, shall be used. 

(b) In particular, it Is desirable that the eggs should 
be derived from flocks free from salmonella pul- 
lorum, Mycobacterium tuberculosis, Rous virus, 
mycojplasma and other agents pathogenic for 
chickens. 

(c) Living embryos after incubution for a suitable 
period shall be inoculated with seed virus whi- 
ch shall satisfy the requirments of paras 8 and 
9 of these standards. After further incubation 
for a suitable period the vaccinal material shall 
be harvested with aspetlc precautions. 

(3) Where Vaccines produced in tissue culture: — 

(a) Only primary tissue cultures from animals 
known to be free from disease shall be used. 
The virus shuli be drawn and harvested with 
aseptic, precautions. No material of human ori- 
gin shall be added to the cultures at any stage 

(b) Suitable antibiotics in minimum concentrations 
required for sterility may be used but the use 
of penicillin and streptomycin is prohibited. 

11. Control of the bulk material 

Intial treatment. 

(1) The vaccinal material harvested from the Skin 
of each animal shall be sbjected to a treatment 
designed to reduce its content of living ex- 
traneous micro-organisms. If this Is necessary 
it should satisfy the requirements of para 14. 
No antibiotics shall be added to the bulk mate- 
rial. 

(2) The treatment of the vaccine may consist of the 
addition of a suitable antibacterial substance or 
of the removal of micro-organisms by centrifu- 
gation. 

(3) Vaccinal material collected from chick embryos 
or tissue cultures does not need such treatment, 
but glycerol or an antibacterial substance should 
be added as a precaution against later contami- 
nation. 

12. Final bulk 

(1) After the Intial treatment the vaccine may be 
subjected to additional processes before dilu- 
tion of the bulk material. 

(2) Before making up a final bulk, it should be 
necessary to do preliminary tests on the signle 
harvests for potency and for the presence of 
living extraneous micro-organisms. 

13 Tests for virus concentration on the final bulk. 

The final bulk pass the test for virus concentration 
described In para 24 of these standards. 
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14. Tests for the presence of living entraneous micro- 
organisms in the Final bulk prepared in the skin of liv- 
ing animals 

The final bulk shall case the following tests lor the 
presence of living extraneous micro-organisms, unless 
these tests have already been passed by eachof the single 
harvests represented In the final built. 

16. Tests for total bacterial content. 

(1) Suitable dilutions of 1:10 and 1:100 of the 
final bulk shall be made in. a suitable diluent 
not deleterious to living bacteria. At least 
three 1 ml samples of each dilution shall be 
cultured on nutrient-broth-agar plates. The 
plates shall be incubated for 72 hours between 
1 5° C and 22°C and for a further peridd of 48 
hours between 35°C and 37°C. From the num- 
ber of colonies appearing on the plates the num- 
ber of living bacteria in 1 ml of the final bulk 
shall be calculated. If this numbef exceeds 
500. the final bulk shall be subjected to further 
treatment or be discarded. 

(2) Suitable control plates containing higher dilu- 
tions of the final bulk shall be Included in this 
test In order to make sure that the number of 
colonies appearing on the test plates has not 
been Influenced by the inhibitory action of any 
preservative present in the final bulk. 

18. Test for the presence of Escherichia Coll 

Atleast three 1 ml samples of a 1 : 10 dilution of the 
final bulk shall be cultured In three Me Conkey liquid 
media tubes containing 10 ml of the medium for differ- 
entiating E. coli from other bacteria. Tha tubes shall 
be incubated for 48 hours 35°C to 37 °C. If E. coli 
is detected, the Anal bulk shall be subjected to further 
treatment or be discarded. 

17. Test for the presence of haemolytic streptococci, 

coaaulage-positive stanhyloccoci, or any other nathogenic 
micro-organisms which are known to be harmful if in- 
troduced into the human body by the process of vaccin- 
ation. ,i 

fll Undiluted final hulk or vaccine of 0.1 ml each 
shall be cultured on three blood agar plates 
and the plates should be Incubated at 33 C to 
37 C for 2 days. The Colonies appearing after 
incubation shall be examined critically for B, 
anthracis, haemolytic streptococci , Coagulase 
positive Staphylococci or any other pathogenic 
micro organisms. If any of these organisms are 
detected thoy shall be subjected ~tb confirmatory 
teat. 

(2) If any of the organisms mentioned are detected, 
the final bulk shall be subjected to further treat- 
ment or be discarded. 

18. Test for the presence of Clostridium tetanl and 
other pathogenic spore-forming anaerobes. 

(1) 0.5 ml of undiluted final bulk or vaccine shall 
be added In flasks containing 50 ml of Robert- 
son’s Cooked meat medium, the flasks shall then 
be held at 65°C for one hour and then incuba- 
ted at 35 "C to 37 "C for at least one week. At 
least two flasks shall be used for each test. 

(2) ' In case of any suspected growth, subcultures 

shall be made on two plates of a suitable medlu^, 
which shall he Incubated anaerobically at the 
same temperature. All anaerobic colonies shall 
be examined and Identified and If Cl. tetanl or 
other pathogenic spore-forming anaerobes are 
present the final bulk shall be discarded, 

(3) Organisms resembling pathogenic clostrldla 
found In the tube culture from which the sub- 
culture was made may be tested for pathogeni- 
city by inoculation into animals as follows: 


Groups of not less than two guine-pigs and five 
mice are used for each tube culture to be tested. 

U.5 ml. of the culture is mixed with 0.1 ml. of a 
freshly prepared 4 percent solution of calcium 
chloride and injected intramuscularly into each 
of the guinea-pigs; 0.2 ml. of the culture mixed 
with 0.1 ml of this calcium chloride solution lx 
Injected intramuscularly into each of the mice. 
The animals are observed for one week. If hdv 
animal develops symptoms of tetanus, eft If any 
animal dies as a result of infection with spore- 
forming anaerobes, the final bulk should be 
discarded. 

(4) If other methods are used for this test, they 
should have been demonstrated to the satisfac- 
tion of the licensing authority to be at least equ- 
ally effective for detecting the presence of Cl. 
tetanl and other pathogenic spore-forming 
anaerobes. » 

19. Test for bacteriological sterility of the final bulk 
prepared in chick embryos or in tissue cultures. 

Each final bulk shall be tested for bacterial sterility 
according to the requirements given in the Indian Pharr- 
macopoeia for the time being. If growth appears in any 
of the cultures the final bulk shall be discarded for the 
test repeated. The final bulk shall be discarded If the 
same type of arganlsm appears in more than one test, 
but no final bulk shall be passed unless the final test 
shows no growth throughout. 

FILLING AND CONTAINERS 

20. Filling rooms. 

Filling shall be performed In rooms reserved for this 
purpose. These shall be sterile rooms equipped specifi- 
cally for transferring measured quantities of finished 
biological substances from bulk containers to the final 
containers. Strict dust control measures and aseptic 
techniques shall be enforced to ensure that the produce 
Is not contaminated during the filling process. 

21. Filling procedures. 

(1) Filling operations shall be conducted in such a 
way as to avoid any contamination or alteration 
of the product. They shall take place In area# 
that are completely separate from those in which 
living micro-organisms. Including viruses, are 
handled. 

(2) The filling process shall be checked at least 
twice each year at the end of a working day by 
filling not less thto 500 ampoules with a nutri- 
ent medium containing no antibiotics or 
bacteriostatic substances and incubating the 
complete batch of filled ampoules. Not more 
than 1 per cent of the ampoules filled in this 
way should shows signs of contamination and 
all contaminants should be Identified. 

73) All containers of the final vaccine shall be 
shown to be sterile before filling and shall be 
made of a material demonstrated, to the satis- 
faction of the licensing authority, to have no de- 
leterious effect on the vaccine. 

(4) Containers of dried vaccine shall be hermetically 
sealed under vaccum of after filling with pure, 
dry, oxygen-free nitrogen oj any other gas not 
deleterious t 0 the vaccine. 

(5) All hermetically sealed containers shall be tested 
for leaks after sealing. All defective containers 
shall be discarded. 

(0) Single and mulfiplb-ffose containers may be 
used, Each container of dry vaccine should be 
issued together with an ampoule of sterile re- 
constituting fluid. This fluid may contain 
glyecerol and/or some suitable antiseptic subs- 
tance. The containers shall be Issued in a form 
that renders the process of reconstitution as 
simple as possible. 
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CONTROL TESTS ON FINAL PRODUCT 

22, Identity test. 

(1) An Identity teat shall be performed on at least 
one labelled container from each filling lot by 
appropriate methods. 

(2) The test for virus concentration as described In 
para 24 may serve as an identity test, 

(3) A test may also be made In the sacrifled skin 
of rabbits. Suitable dilution!! oft vaccine shall 
be applied on sacrifled areas of skin. After 
four: to seven days the vaccine should produce 
lesions characteristic of vaccinia. 

23, Tests for virus concentration on vaccine in final 
containers. 

(1) A test for virus concentration shall be made on 
each filling lot in accordance with the require- 
ments described in para 21, for this purpose 
the dried vaccine shall be reconstituted to the 
form in which it is to be used for human in- 
oculation before the test is made, 

(2) Tests shall be done In parallel with a reference 
vaccine which has been calibrated against the 
International Reference Preparation of Small- 
pox Vaccine. 

24, Test foj virus concentration in memberanes of 
chick embryos. 

At least ten chick embryos, each of about 12 days’ 
Incubation, shall be divided into two equal groups. To 
the chorio-allantoic membrane of each embryo of the 
first group 0,1 ml or 0.2 ml of a suitable dilution of the 
vaccine shall be applied. To the membrane of each of 
the second group of embryos 0.1 ml or 0.2 ml of another 
suitable dilution of the vaccine shall be applied. After 
the optimal time of incubation of the total number of 
discrete specific lesions shall be counted on thl mem- 
brane of each embryo. The dilutions shall be so chosen 
that the membranes of at least one of the groups yield 
countable numbers of lesions exceeding ten per mem- 
brane. From the number of lesions counted in this 
group and from dilution and volumes used, the number 
of pock-forming units in one ml of the undiluted vaccine 
shall be calculated. This number shall exceed - 1 x 108. 

2!i. Other tests. 

Tests for virus concentration in the scarified skin of 
rabbits shall also be used provided if has been shown 
that the results correlate with those obtained using the 
membranes of chick embryos. 

20. Tests for the presence of extraneous living micro- 
organisms in the vaccine in final containers. 

Not less than four final containers (or not less than 
i 0 if single-dose containers) giving a total pooled 
quantity which is equivalent to a volumfe'bf ndl less 
than 0.5 ml shall be taken at random from each filling 
lot in such a manner that all stages of the filling from 
the bulk container shall be represented. For this pur- 
pose the dried vaccine shall be reconstituted to the form 
in which it is to be used in human inoculation. The 
vaccine thus collected shull pass the test described in 
paras 15 and 19. whichever is applicable. 

27. Innocuity test. 

Each filling lot shall be tested for abnormal toxicity 
by appropriate tests involving injection into rabbits. 
The tests shall be approved by the licensing authority. 
Mice and guinea-pigs may also used for this test. 

28. Heat-resistance test on dried vaccine. 

At least one container of dried vaccTne'TtOm each 
filling lot shall be incubated at a temperature of not 
less than 37 C for not less than 4 weeks and tested for 
virus concentration. The vaccine passes the test if the 
reauirements described' in para 24 are fulfilled and at 
least one tenth of the virus concentration is retained. 


29. Preservatives and other substances added. 

No antibiotics shall be added to Smallpox Vaccine. 
If the reconstituted dried vaccine contains preservatives 
or other added substances such substances shall have 
been shown, to the satisfaction of the licensing autho- 
rity, to have no deleterious effect on the product in the 
amounts present and to cause no untoward reactions In 
vaccinated subjects. It phenol is present its concentra- 
tion shall not exceed 0.5 per cent. Further, the subs- 
tance used shall fulfil the requirements of the Indian 
Pharmacopoeia. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

30. Records. 

Records shall be permanent and clearly indicate all 
steps in processing, testing, filling and distribution. 
Written records shall be kept of all testa Irrespective 
of their results. The records shall be maintained in n 
manner approved by the licensing authority. The 
records shall be retained throughout the period of a lot 
or a batch of the vaccine has been given a date of 
expiry and be available at ah times for Inspection by 
the Inspector, 

31. Sampling. 

Records shall be maintained of the complete passage 
history of all cultures kept by the manufacturer. The 
cultures shall be labelled and sttfi'HS hi a safe, orderly 
manner. 

32. (1) Labelling 

(a) Subject to the other provisions of these rules, the 
label on the container shall show the following, 
namely : — 

(i) the name of the vaccine (i.e. the International 
name or the proper name(. 

(ii) the principal place of business of the manu- 
facture. 

(Hi) the Batch number or the lot number, afleb 

fiv) the total number of doses in the container. 

(b) the label on the package shall, in addition to the 
information shown on the label of the container, give 
the following particulars: — 

(i) the name and address 61 the manufacturer, 

(ii) the manufacturing lfTGhce number being preced- 
ed by the words “Manufacturing licence Num- 
ber" or "Manufacturing Licence No.” or "M.L.” 
when the vaccine has been manufactured in 
tKis country. 

(iii) the date of manufacture and the date of ex- 
piry. 

(lv) the precautions necessary for preserving the 
properties of the vaccine, and 

(v) if any antiseptic or preservative has been add- 
ded, the nature and percentage thereof. 

(2) The following additional information shall be 
given in the leaflet accompanying the package, 
namely: — 

(a) conditions of storage, 

(b) instructions for use. 

(c) the method of reconstitution of the vaccine and 

(d) a statement that, after rehydration of the dried 
vaccine, the vaccine" should be used within six 
hours. 

33. Storage conditions. 

Before being distribution by the manufacturing 
establishment; or before being issued from a depot lor 
the maintenance of reserves of vaccine, all dried 
vaccines in their final containers shall be kept constant- 
ly at a temperature bleow-f- 10 C. 
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34. Expiry date. 

The date after which dried vaccine may not be used 
shall be not more than 36 months after passing the last 
test for virus concentration. The expiry date shall not 
be more than 36 months after passing the last test for 
virus concentration. The expiry date shall not, how- 
ever, be more than twelve months for dried vaccine 
from the date on which the vaccine was issued by the 
manufacturer.” 

(ii) in Part IX, under the heading ‘Liver Injection 
Crude; — 

(a) in para 4(b) after the words ‘Evaporate to dry- 
ness in a water bath’ the word “dry” shall be 
inserted; 

(b) for para 4(e) the following para shall be substi- 
tuted, namely: — 

“(e) Sterility test — Liver Injection Crude shall 
comply with the sterility test laid down for 
Injections’ in the edition of the Indian Phar- 
macopoeia for the time being.”; 

<c) for para 4(f) the following para shall be substi- 
tuted, namely : — 

“(f) Potency— The potency shall be determined by 
the microbiological method for the estimation of 
vitamin B12 activity as specified in the edition 
of the Indian "Pharmacopoeia for the time being 
and shall be not less than that stated on the 
label.”; 

(iii) in Part XII, in clause (E), — 

(a) in the headline the word ‘Extract’ shall be 
omitted; 

(b) in item 2 relating to ‘Liver Concentrate’,— 

(1) in the third paragraph, the following sentence 
shall be omitted, namely: — 

“It may contain 0.1 per cent or Benzoic acid or a 
suitable concentration of other harmless preser- 
vative.”; 

(2) in the fourth paragraph, at the end the follow- 
ing sentence shall be inserted, namely: — 

“It may contain 0.1 per cent of benzoic acid or a 
suitable concentration of other 'TJaffnless preser- 
vatives."; 

(c) in item 5 relating to ‘Proteolysed Liver’, 

(1) in the third paragraph for the figures and letters 
“2 meg” the following figure and letters shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“4 meg”. 

(2) in the fourth paragraph, for the word ‘formal’ 
the word “formol” shall be substituted; 

(3) at the end the following paragraphs shall be 
inserted, namely: — 

“MANNER OF LABELLING PREPARATION OF LIVER 
FOR ORAL USE” 

Subject to the other provisions of these rules and 
this Schedule a preparation of Laver for Oral use for 
which standards have been laid down in this Part of 
Schedule 'shall bear on the label the name of the ore- 
paration as prescribed. 

In case the preparation ot Liver for Oral use is pre- 
sented as a paste, the word ‘paste’ shall be added after 
the name prescribed and the solid content, weight/ 
weight, shall also be stated on the label. 

In case any patent or proprietary preparation ‘con- 
tains one or more of the preparations of Liver for Oral 
Use prescribed above, the formula of such a patent or 
proprietary preparation shall show the name or names, 


as the case may be, of the preparation or preparations 
prescribed in this part and the quantity which shall be 
expressed on dry basis when the paste is used."; 

(xxxvii) in Schedule K. — 

(1) against item 13, in column 1, under the heading 

“Class of Drugs” for sub-items (a) to (c) be- 
gining with “(a) Castor Oil” and ending with 
“(c) Quinine tablets” the following items shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“(1) Aspirin tablets. 

(2) A.P.C. tablets and powders. 

(3) , Analgesic Balms. 

(4) Antacid preparations. 

jC5) Gripe Water for use of infants. 

(6) Inhalers, containing drugs for treatment of cold 
and nasal congestion. 

(7) Syrups, lozenges, pills and tablets for cough. 

(8) Liniments for external use. 

(9) Skin ointments and ointments for burns. 

(10) Absorbent cotton Wool, bandages, absorbent 
gauze and adhesive piaster. 

(11) Caster Oil. liquid Paraffin and Epsom Salt. 

(12) Eucalyptus Oil. 

(13) Tincture Iodine. Tincture Benzoin 'Co and 
Mercurochrome solution in containers not ex- 
ceeding 100 ml. 

(14) Tablets of Quinine Sulphate I.P. 

(15) Tablets of Iodochlorohydroxy quinoline — 250 


mg.”; 


(ii) after item 18 and the entires relating thereto 
the following item and entires shall be added, 
namely : — 

“Class of Drugs 

Extent and Conditions 
of Exemption 

19. Hair Fixers, namely 
mucilagenous preparations 
containing gums, used 
by men for fixing beard. 

The provisions of 
Chapter IV of the 
Act and the rules 
thereunder.”; 


(xxxviii) in Schedule M under the para. ‘(2) Regire- 
ments of Plant and Equipment’ — 

(i) in sub-paras (A), (B). (C), (D), for figures and 

words ‘300 square feet’, the figures and words’ 
‘30 square metres’ shall be substituted; 

(ii) in sub-para (E), for the figures and words ‘200 
square feet’ the figures and words ‘25 square 
metres’ shall be substituted; 

(iii) in sub-para (F). lor figures and words *300 
square feet*, the figures and words, ‘30 square 
meters’ shall be substituted; 

(iv) in sub-para (G) for the figures and words ‘250 

square feet' the figures and words ‘25 square 
metres’ shall be -ubstituted; 

(v) in sub-paras (H) u.d (I), for the figures and 

words “200 squ- re feet” the figures and words 
“20 square met ’rs" shall be substituted; 

(vi) in sub-para (J) f r figures and words “300 
square feet”, 1’ <• figures and words “30 Square 
meters” shall .. u substituted; 

(vii) in sub-para (K) i >r the figures and words "600 
square feet’ tii. : gures and words ‘60 square 
meters’ shall be ubstituted.” 
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f'xxxix) for Schedule ‘N’ ( the following Schedule shall 
be substituted ; — 

Schedule ‘N' 

[See rule 64(1)1 

List of minimum equipment for the efficient running of 
a Pharmacy. 

I. Entrance— Tho front of a pharmacy shall bear an 
inscription “Pharmacy”. 

II. Premises The premises of pharmacy shall he 
separated from rooms for private use. The premises 
shall be well-built, dry, well-lit and ventilated and of 
sufficient dimensions to allow the goods in stock., espa- 
lally me dicaments and poisons to be kept in a clearly 
visible and appropriate manner. The area of the 
Section to be used as dispensing department shall be 
not less than 0 square meters for one pharmacist work- 
ing therein with additional 2 square metefs for each 
additional pharmacist. The height of the premises 
shall be at least 2.5 meters. 

The floor of the Pharmacy shall be smooth and wash- 
able. The walls shall be plastered or tiled or oil paint- 
ed so as to maintain smooth, durable and washable 
surface devoid of holes, cracks and crevices. 

A Pharmacy shall be provided with ample supply of 
good quality water. 

The dispensing department shall be separated by a 
barrier to prevent the admission of the public. 

III. Furniture and appratus — The furniture ana 
appratus of a Pharmacy shall bo adapted to the uses for 
which they are intended and correspond to the size and 
requirements of the establishment. 

Drugs, chemicals, and medicaments shall be kept In » 
room appropriate to their properties and In such special 
containers as will prevent any deterioration of tho 
contents or of the contents of containers kept near them. 
Drawers, glasses and other containers used for keoping 
medicaments shall be of suitable size and capable of 
being closed tightly to prevent the entry of dust. 

Every container shall bear a label of appropriate size, 
easily readable, with names of medicaments as given in 
the Pharmacopoeias, 

A pharmacy shall be provided with a' dispensing 
bench, the top of which shall be covered with washable 
and impervious material like stainless steel, laminated 
or plastic, etc. 

1 A pharmacy shall be provided with e cupboard with 
lock and key for the storage of poisons and shall be 
clearly marked with the word "POISON” in red letters 
on a white background. 

Containers of all concentrated solution shall bear 
special label or marked with the words ‘‘To be dil.tod”. 

A “Pharmacy shall be provided with the following 
minimum apparatus and bookE necessary for making of 
official preparations and prescriptions: — 

Apparatus : r— 

Balance, dispensing, sensitivity 30 mR- 

Balunce, counter, capacity 3 Kgm, sensitvity 1 gm. 

Beakers, Upped, asorted sizes. 

Bottles, prescription, ungraduated assorted size®. 

Corks assorted sizes and tapers. 

Cork, extracter. 

Evaporating dishes; porcelain. 

Filter paper. 

Funnels, glase. 


Litmus paper, blue and red. 

Measure glasses cylindrical 10 ml., 25 ml., 100 ml., 
and 500 mi. 

Mortars and pestles, glass. 

Mortars and pestles, wedgwood. 

Ointment pots with bakelitu or (suitable cap*. 
Ointment slab, percelatn. 

Pipettes, graduated, 2 ml., 5 ml. and 10 ml. 

Ring, stand (retort) iron, complete with rings. 
Rubber stamps and pad. 

Scissors. 

Spatulas, rubber or vulcanite. 

Spatulas, stainless steel. 

Spirit lamp. 

Glass stirring rods. 

Thermometer, 0 to 200 C. 

Tripod stand. 

Watch glasses. 

Water bath. 

Water distillation pt.lll ip case Eye drops and Eye 
lotions aro prcpoieto. 

Weights, Metric, img. to lOOgm. 

Wire Gauze. 

‘Pill finisher, boxwood. 

*Pill Machine. 

*Pill Boxen. 

* Suppository mould. 

Books: 

The Indian Pharmacopoeia (Current Edition). 
National Formulary of India (Current Edition!. 

The Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940. 

The Drugs and Cosrpetics Rules, 1945. 

The Pharmacy Act, 1948. 

The Dangerous Drugs Act, 1930. 

JV. General Provisions.— A Pharmacy shall be con- 
ducted under the continuous personal supervision of a 
Registered Pharmacist whose name shall be displayed 
conspicuously in the premises. 

The Pharmacist shall always put on clean white over- 
alls. 

The premises and fittings of the pharmacy shall be 
properly kept and everything shall be in good order 
and clean. 

All records and registers shall be maintained In 
accordance with the laws in force. 

Any container taken from the poison cupboard shall 
be replaced therein immediately after use and the cup- 
board locked. The keys of "the pthson cupboard shall be 
kept in the personal custody of the responsible person. 

Medicaments when supplied shall have labels con- 
formity to the provisions of laws in force. 


Note.— The above requirements are subject to modi- 
fications at the discretion of the licensing authority, if 
he is of opinion that having regard to the nature of 
drugs dispensed, compounded or prepared by the 
licensee. It is necessary to relax the above require- 
ments or to impose additional requirements in the 
circumstances of a particular case. The decision of 
the licensing authority in that regard shall be final. 

‘These items are to be provided only by those who 
intend to dispense pills or suppositories as the casq 
may be.” 
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The Schedule 

Particulars of the drafts published for amending further the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, 


SI. Short title of the rules No. of the Drug and Notification 
No. Cosmetics Rules, No. & date 

1945 proposed to be 
amended 


1 2 3 4 


I. 

The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1970. 

Rule 2- clause (ec) 

1-J7/68-D 
dt. 1 9- 1 -7Q 

2. 

Do. 

New Rule 3-A 

1-23/7Q-D, 
dt. 30-3-7° 

3- 

Do. 

New Rule 32-A 

1-127/69-D, 
dt. 18-4-70 

4- 

Do. 

Rule 45 

1-127/69-D 
dt. 18-4-70. 

5- 

The Drugs and Cosmetics 

Rule 49 — proviso to 

I-1QO/68-D 


(Amendment) Rules, 

1969 

this Rule. 

dt 25-5-69 

6. 

Do. 

Rule 50 

I-J3/68-D 
dt. 1Q-4-69 

7- 

Do. 

Rule 59(3) — Proviso 
to the sub-rule 3. 

1-46/68-D 
dt. 3-6-69. 


8. Do. 

9. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1969. 

10. Do. 


1 1 . The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1968 

12. The Drugs andlCosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1969 

13. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1968 

14. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1969 

15 . D °- 

16. Do. 


17. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1968 

18. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1969 

19 ThcDrugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 1969 


21. The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendment) Rules, 

1970 


Rule 63 — Proviso 
to the Rule. 

Do. 

Rule 65 — Sub-rule (3) 

1-4/68-D, 
dt. 13-3-69 

Rule-65 New Sub- 
rule (11-A). 

1-2Q/67-D, 
dt. 3-12-69 

Rule-65 Sub-rule (12) 

1-23/68-D 
dt. 29-11-68 

New Rule 65-A 

1-15/68-D, 
dt. 21-5-69 

Rule 66-Proviso to 
sub-rule (1) 

1-6/67-D, 
dt. 1-6-68 

Rule 67-A Proviso to 
sub-rule (2) 

1-46/68-D, 
dt. 3-6-69 

Rule 67-E Proviso to 
the Rule. 

Do. 

New Rule 67-GG 

1-15/68-D, 
dt. 21-5-69. 

Rule 67-H Proviso to 
sub-rule (1) 

1-6/67-D, 
dt, 1-6-68 

Rule 69-Sub-rule (2) 

1-12/67-D, 
dt. 12-3-69. 

Rule 69- Sub-rule (3) 

1-45/68-D 
dt. 3-6-69 

Rule 69-A, Proviso 
to sub-rule (1) 

Do/] 

Rule 71-A-Clause (2) 

1-127/69-D 
dt. 18-4-70 


Part No. date and page of the Date on The last date fixed 

Gazette of India in which which the for receipt of obiec- 

notification has been published Gazette tions and suggestions 

copies from person likely to 

were made be affected by the 

available proposed amendment 
to the 
public 


5 


Part II - Section 3(ii) S.O. 
345 dt. 31-1-7Q Pages 6tq- 
611. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1336, dt. i-4-7° Pa Be 
1849- 

Part II — Section 3 (ii) 
S. O. 1555, dt. 2-5-7° 
Page 2 q88. 

Do. 

Part II — Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2181, dt. 7-6-69. Pages 
2273-2274 

Part II — Section 3 (ii) 
S.O. 1458, dt. 19-4-69 
Page 1368. 

Port II — Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2408 

Do.’ 


Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1113, dt. 22-3-69 Pages 
1098-1099 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
4962, dt. 20-12-69 P fi 8 c 
5375 

Part II-Section 3( ii) S.O. 
4414, dt. 14-12-68 Page 
5619 

Part II-Section 3 (ii), S.O, 
2110, dt, 31-5-69 Page 
2239- 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2094, dt. 15-6-68 Page 
2960. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 

2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2408. 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 

2110, dt. 31-5-69, Page 
2239- 

Part II-Section 3(ii) S.O. 
2094, dt. 16-5-68 Page 
2960 

Part II-Section 3(ii) S.O. 

1 1 12, dt. 22-3-69 Pages 
1097-1098. 

Part II- Section 3( ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2408 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 

1555 dt. 2-5-70 Pages 
2088. 


6 


7 


2-2-70 

15 th 

April, 1970. 

I3-4-7Q 

20 th 

June, 1970. 

4-5-70 

1 6 th 

July, 197°' 

Do., 


Do. 


9-6-69 

3IBt 

August, 

1969 

21-4-69 

25th 

June, 1969 


16-6-69 

31st 

August, 1969. 

Do. 


Do. 


24-3-69 

30th May, 1969 


2-12-69 

20th 

February, 

1970. 

r6-iz-68 

15th 

March, 

1969. 

2-6-69 

31st 

August, 1969. 

17-6-68 

1st September, 

1968. 

16-6-69 

31st 

August, 

1965. 

Do. 


Do. 


2-6-69 


Do. 


17-6-68 

1st September, 

1968. 

24-3-69 

30th 

May, 

196 9. 

16-6-68 

31st 

August, 

<■[ < 9 i 

Do. 


Do. 


4-5-7° 

1 6th 

July, 1970 
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12 3 4 5 67 


22. 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Rule 72-Proviso to 

1-46/6S-D, 


(Amendment), Rules, 
1969 

this Rule. 

dt. 3-6-69 

23- 

Do. 

Rule 73 AA - proviso 
to the Rule. 

Do. 

24. 

Do. 

Rule 75 Proviso 
to the rule 

Do. 

25. 

Do. 

Rule 75-A Proviso 
to Sub-rale (1). 

Do. 

26. 

Do. 

Rule 77 - Proviso to 
the rule. 

Do. 

27. 

Do. 

Rule 83 -AA Proviso 
to the Rule. 

Do. 

28. 

The DragsandCosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 
1968. 

New Rule 84-A 

1-15/63-D 
dt. 25- iOc-68 

29. 

The Drags and Cosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 

1969 

Do. 

New Rule 84-AA 

1-15/68-D 
dt. 21-5-69 

34. 

Rule 85-B Sub-Rule 
(3) 

1-46/6S-D 
dt. 3-6-69 

Si- 

Do.] 

Rule 85-F Proviso 
to the Rule. 

Do. 

32. 

The Drugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 

1969 

New Rule 85 HH. 

1-15/68-D, 
dt. 21-5-69 

33- 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Rule 96-New Sub- 

1-6/65/D, 


(Amendments), Rules, 

1968 

rule (i-A) 

dt. 19-2-68 

34- 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Rule xq 6-A, Expla- 
nation to clause (ii) 
of sub-rule (B). 

1-127/69-D 

(Amendments) Rules, 

I97Q 

dt. 18-4-70 

35- 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Rule 138-Sub-rale 

1-46/68-D, 

(Amendments) Rules, 

1969. 

(2) and proviso to 
sub-rale (2). 

dt. 3-6-69 

36- 

Do- 

Rule 140-Proviso to 
the Rule. 

Do. 

37- 

Do. 

New Rule 142-A 

1-15/68D-, 
dt. 21-5-69 

38- 

Do. 

New Rule 145-A 

1-44/68-D 
dt. 23-4-69 

39- 

Do. 

New Rule 145-B 

Do. 

40. 

Do. 

Schedule-A, Form 
16, and 17. 

Do. 

41. 

TheDrugs and Cosmetics 

Schedule-A, Form 

X-9/70-D, 

(Amendments) Rules, 1970 21 

dt. 17-4-70 

42. 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Schedule-F, Part I 

I-3/68-D, 

(Amendments) Rules, 

1968. 

Section (B) 

dt. 30-12-6! 

43- 

The Drags and Cosmetics 

Schedule-F Part IX*! 

1-10/69-D 

(Amendments) Rules, 

1969 

The Drags and Cosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 

1969 

TheDrugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 

1969 

TheDrugs and Cosmetics 
(Amendments) Rules, 

dt. 26-5-69 

44 

Schedule-F Part XII? 

Do. 

45- 

Schedule-K 

1-127/69-D 
dt. 18-/1-70. 

46. 

Schedule-K New 
Entry 19 

Do 


197° 

The Drugs and Cosmetics 

Schedule-M 

1-2/68-D, 

47- 

(Amendments))Rules, 

1969 


dt. 11-6-69. 

48. 

Do. 

Schedule-N 

1-17/68-D, 
dt. 16-6-69 


Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2408. 

16-6-69 

31st August, 1969 

Part II - Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2409. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
3867, dt. 2-11-68 Pages 

4894-4895 

4-11-68 

31st January, 1969 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 

21 iq, dt. 31-5-69 Pages, 
2239-2240. 

2-6-69 

31st August, 1969. 

Part II - Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Page 
2409. 

16-6-69 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2110, dt. 31-5-69 Page 
2240 

2-6-69 

31st August, z 969 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
772, dated 2-3-68 Pages 
1231-1232 

' 4-3-68 

10th May, 1968. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
I555> dt. 2-5-70 Page 2089. 

4-5-7° 

1 6th July, 1970. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dt. 14-6-69 Pages 
2409-2410. 

16-6-69 

31st August, 1969. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2257, dated 14-6-69 Page 
2410. 

Do. 

Do.] 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2110, dt. 31-5-69 Page 
2240. 

2-6-69 

DoC 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1761, dt. 10-5-69 Page 
1662. 

12-5-69 

25th June, 1969. 

D®. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1761, dt. 1 0-5-69. Pages 
1662-1663 

Do. 

Do. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1554, dt. 2-5-70 Page 
20,88. 

4-5-7° 

15th July, 197°. 

Part II-Section 3 (ii) S.O. 

3 127, dt. 11-1-69 Pages 

181-187. 

13-1-69 

15th March, 1969. 

Part II - Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2180, dated 7-6-69 Pages 
2272-2273 

9-6-69 

31st August, 1969 

Do. 

Do 

Do. 

Part II - Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
1555, dt. 2-5-70 Page 
2089. 

4-5-7° 

1 6th July, 1970. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part II - Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2360, dt. 21-6-69. Page 
2478 

23-6-69 

15th September, 69. 

Part II- Section 3 (ii) S.O. 
2481, dated 28-6-69 Pages 
2612-2614. 

30-6-69 

1 oth St jrt< n l tr, 65. 


[No. X-11014/12/72-D] 
RAMESH BAHADUR, Under Secy. 
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Ef PtET, 5 19 7 2 

tJEo W>o 213 9 - — EE: EWe WE Ek EETTO 
EFFP Pm, 1945 E Ek ESfPTE EUf % pOT; ?E% 

OTJEEt %■ OTFTO 2 if EOT PpTfOTW, EpEOT EOTE- 
pTEE, (EOT % TEW 5 EeTEEFOTETE 

5 Tf¥%TT Jr EOTPEEPto) EFEE TRW ~t PEEe 

stfspt Jr, EPPe eto 4 ftr eetw eteet sEEPtee, 

1940 ( 1940 ET 23 ) EpTOT 12 EP 33 Ef OTpTTEErT 

wePte Ptr ott E PwE to eET toPfteE E, Peeet we 
EOTP ur {Pot etotto ot, ^ffw w^Pf % tew 7 E Ef 
etooteP eP=i PsEf E Ef Ef titOw ee ototE at Tprur EiE 
ee E ; 

EfT EET TOE TRW EEOT Ef TEpEE OT^Ef P 

tote 6 Jf PPrPe etootET tort et tojh ett Pee 

upT $■; 

■EPee: toe - otte % eP Jr ottot Jr otto fq ewteT 
ElT TJOTEt IT %PfE ETETT EFT PfOTTPeOTEET ; 

W: W, EPtPe IE EP EETW flTFFff srfEPm, 
1940 ( 1940 ET 2 3 ) Ef SETT 12 EP 33 TOT WTT 
EpETOT ET WET ETE tT, EPVe ETE 1 T, ?Mtr EOT 

eeeTet wteett Pro Jr wieE % otote, eWe we EP 
EOTW OTETfr Pm, 1945 Jf EP TOftW ETp % pR 
EEEOTTT PerPEPsTE' Pm WTOT t, wTe : — 

1. (l) w PeePt et 'HE EPrPr we Elr stotee 
mrfr (ot mm) fw, 1972 5m 1 

(2) E Pm TRW EERIE Ef ETTpJ Et 
WE TOT I 

2. EPfE WE EP TOTEt Pew, 1945 Jr,: — 

(i) Pm 2 E EFT (Eo Eo) Jf, — 

(i) tiw ( ji) Jf, “wjPte ^jttPte «fhrfsr 

OTERT” ETOT E TRTT PpePePw ETO.TOTfw fEOT 
ETETT, Wp; : — 

"Pwe wfte TTPTTEfPrr Etw ototeT eet I” 

(jj) ttw ( 3) E,"pEEfTTTO% PePetet tPetto" 
ETOT % OTTO, PfePePw mi: TETfW PfOT TORE, 

sTEp; : — 

“sPfwPfPEE PePEcEeP % tPw 0 ETOT % TpTUdT 

fm, ” 

(ii) Pm 3 T Jf, etPete, (ii) % iw<^, Pm- 
PtPtt TiPm mT«nfw Ptrt EiTTpr, ^’pr :- 

"(3) wfrm Tf W WER 1 ET % iwff TT pRTTW 
%i^Er vrrmr Jt'R'Je TrqpT etet, ttPwrte grrr fw 
ETTETT, 4 pT 3 W WEETi” Tf ETET Pt^ET % fTriff TT 
WET TO WET 7 TRT % Pt^ET 3 iTTT f%TT ETTTTTT l” 


(iii) Pm 32 ^7 weie; PerPePsTT Pm rnr 
wrfw fw ETRTT, Wp( : — 

" ( 32T) ^tfwtTfwr Tfpfe TT W TTTT 5pT EE 
qr Jm FWFTT 

PteT et ^tPte>t Ptt ePte tt w et mw e?T fwrr 
EETITT TOT ET fT ^ m 9T Jf Pm % WET 'TTT'TT 
tf Ef ?T Tpr EE IT Jrw E WT PfET ft |" ; 

( 4 ) Pm 45 % EiPm ( 1 ) if, '?ftqrPr we’ sw 
% ewi^; EErw miff’ mrTErfw fw eePT i 

( 5 ) pm 49 jf, : — 

( i) WE TW/TT if, 'TePetW TT TflT” E®ff % TTO 
W, 'TePteW TT ET” WSE EpTEETfW fER Enfif, 

(ii) f?EfE qwg;T % eteet; PtwPtPw ec^ 

TOEWrPw fwr ETEET w'm : — 

"qw| E^ wtr Pt gEwf ETRT % WERT E PrfT- 

5T-f7T mifPWWfTTrETrpT^RpWTTETTETf qp TO 
mfp T EWTE TOT W OTTO TT^T % Pw EE EFT Jf 

-s > 

EE5TT Ef ET ETET EpE TTW ETOTT TT W PePtePT ^FT 

■o 

PttTwe to % Pro PrfrwT % et Jf wPe ?ite ePt 

5fPr mET TOOT I" ; 

( (■>) Pf’TE 50 % TOTE W, PotePtPsTE pOTfE ePe- 

?etPte Ptot etctet, wPt : — 

1 -I 

"50 Ptwe arfE-TTTf ( 1 ) JfTjrPr ettr sttt Ptotte 
Pftt ee e'eT PetTstt ^eTe etttt srrrr ?e PtPtot Put 
EE fTEl 4TPETTTT % PtETO E f FT I 

( 2 ) TRE ETOTT J1TT PRW Pot OTT EET PrffWTT 
TITO ETETT ETTT EE PtPtOT pTEW Pc[ W PteT EPtEEPT 

% Ptwot Jf fPf 1 

(3) ee P mf % wPnff % Pe^. eotPtoPe, wfEOTjf. 
( 1) % wfFr %toTe toe tot Pww Pot eet Toe 
TTpETOTr OT ETpTW ( 2 ) % WpTTTTO ETOTT STTTpT^fE 
P^TOT EOT OTp jtPotfttT Pteee etPtotP ePe I ” ; 

( 7 ) Peott 59 % TjqPm ( 3 ) % e-ee e ^ote et, 
PotePtPee ERfE ePefttPe Peot EOTET, EEp; : — 

"eTEJ Ep Ep OTETOT E^ITTPe % EEETE % ETOTT[ 
pE| Pit WETE % WE ETE % «ffET EE% EEpETO % PfTT 
5WEE ETET ^ ET PeT TTOTTpE % EETETO % pE7 TpE 
eTe sPe tet eP ePtPtoe eTe ePtote ot EE% PtP 

ETE % Pro OTE TOT # ET E ^Pff, ?tV TTETOTpT PTOot 
Ot OTTO WTTT OT EEp EEEEETOT OTp EOT OT EET E Etf 
JETE PRE Ef f^^HE TOEotP fEEf OTEEE ET TOT E 

ete Tiro tott Etr ePtPet eTe ePtote ot ee% PeeT 
EFT % Pet ER TOT: Ef ET E ^Wf l" ) 
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(8) fEEE 63 % MTEJT % FETE TT, FrePtFeE 

mtejt srforsTrfafT Ffet ErfET, eeFt : — 

"TEf Eff EEE E^JfEFd f RfPFTE f Flf ErflE 
EE f WTFT f ff ET Eft fET TTTETE EE% TTEEFT f 

m eft f eIet, ePtRet "#11 tt ette tut f e^eie, 
FfET MET ft fft TTff 'iff EE ET EfTT TfRH EE ET EE TTTEEE 
T 3 " TITfE Ml Rd Eft TT Ri J , 'ETd' I dR EE% EftTTE % 

Rtf ?tteee ee% etete f mrtft wf eft % ftET e Ffet 

EET ft ET SEjTPTpT EETMT ft EWt ETfft l" 

(ix) pTEE, 6 5 ii, — 

(i) EMiEEE ( 3 ) % PETE ET, FeJEFtPtT EfEfETpTE 
pFET ETfET, EEFt: — 

"(3) (1) ffRt TpET^IfE FePfTTT % fTN ET pFf 
\ITTT fffft eWe RE TT MEET fftft PR fRiETC if 
ERE tR f RET eFeFtPiE fTET ETEET ft pTEE FT E 

fE eePee % Ft^ tnt eet £ Rtr tReet it ft eFtPe ft 

’ TE EWT MT Rt ft ETrnfr I tFeTTT E FfwFrPEE 
FrFrrpEEr EE ft ETfEr : — 

(t) eFeRt ft TE EEET 
(n) EETE, ft ETTFT, 

(e) ^RTT FenR etR FeFttet TT TIE Rk TET, 
(e) fPft tt ete srk eet, 

(e) eWe rt et fTfEE tt eft sfk etetet 

Rj5TTfESTrft 3TTT EEpf Ef E>TRr ft RTT E EE% EETT 
*fk EPET, 

(e) E, ET EEfft E ET SPjgft Z if ffPrfRT 

sMij RT ft RTT it tReFe EE % FlPTEtET ET ETE, NETt 
tE EEET Tfk nFfE % EEETE Eft ETTtN, Eft Elf ft, 

f^) RR EffE sEfEE f fETTRT pEE% 3TTT ET FtE% 
eRRfTN Ji EWfil Edit Et ET EETT EETE fEET EET : 

ENf e;e ^rVrftr ret et ent e et tR-et e RtFee e 
Rftt ETT eTt (etETE EETE EE MTET TT ET E FFET EET 
-SETlW EE (n) E (^?) E RiFiRxdEf fEt FFeI 
ET 4eT E ^TEET E EE °Ft ETReV FEE TT TIE EEET 
Tt( fr sfk Et FtRee: SE EE'TEE E Fet TNt Et ft : 

EEf Ef Ek Ff eFe EtEE ET STETE EE 'JTNT TT FfET 
EETft^E'TT?ftEEFETfrfEEEE 3 'TTTEEqftEt ft Tfk 
EEEt eIeFeET fTNT TfEFET E EE Et Et ft E> Ef TeFe 
ftET Eft TfETfT E tt Et Et eFtFe Jr EE EEET, STETE 
*tt EKFf , ETE ETET eFt ft EEET TT eFtE-FtE^E Et 
wReFtFste R?t eFF ,j fETfT Jr tt FftF eFtFe et eeFe 
ETET FFET EET f f .* 
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ttr, Ef eFt Ft tFe^ t it et te et tiftE: Fm Jr 
FEFNfeET it etFiet ^Ett FerFtFne eF etee eRtRtFne 

TTET TTTEEETr Eft ftET : — 

(1) TEEKt TUE EtET TTtE % EETEE fut TT EETT 
FFf EE Ttt eFtFe-TsT Eft TTUTE E'Rr ftpEpNEf 
OT fFt it Et Et f F Rk 

(ii) EEfrr e, To et 5 it FrFrfttT eFeFn-t®e t 
Fee eFeFt -re Eft nett eete ftfEETTT % ftrr 
JJE TTE it FfET EET ft eFt Eft ETNT EETETTr? % ETE 
eFt ETTE tee tt ERtN it EEIET TTE t TEE EKTT ET 

it fttFee Feet eet ft Rk eFe eeye ?e nt et Ffet 
eet ft Ft w Ftee % ttFhee 4 ( 3) fr eteett tt 
ejtfte Ffet tr i 

( 2) fit Rfr tFeFtet Ftett EETE fE 

ETE E ET if fTET TIET t, E EeFeTT ^JPNT TfETTT ET TTT 
ET tlfET EeF ETTT TeE TT FeTR JfETT FeFt N Frf ERTEFt 
T t ETjtt ET TEt EEtTTN % Frf ETEEE TT% EEE EfSiTET 
ETFETTtt Tt FTFNT it FTET TTfET ; 

Erg eFt EfETET ErfuTrfr tt Ef eetete ft eet ft 
Ft ^TT ET ^ftT EET Tt eFeFnFtET Eft Eft ET ETEf eft 

Ef Ef ttFet tt e%et Ft eFeen tee efnt tFetjt e 
VW ETE I " 

(ii) eeFtee (11) t e?ete, FtfeFtFne eeFtee 
eet:- fetFee Ffet eittet, eett : — 

“ (11 t) FfeF Eir %m tt Ftee eteeF e et s 
n FrFrftT ere REftcr ft, eFee Ftete tte etet 

T>f 'Et SEfTT EE% ETE if FTEt TEE fffETT TT Elt TEE 
Ef METE ft Ef Eft, EEIE Eft TtET I " 

(iii) eeFtee 12 it, “EEgEFto if FeRtFet ett 4 " 
ETwtt % FETE ET, FtteFtFne RE EfEFErfEE FFf ETEE, 
TEFe : — 

"Eg’jft To Jr FrFEfte teeF ft ttftFtt et ErfE 
■EEtE Fr Frf tER Eut ir Fee | tk 1" 

(x) Ftee 65 % t^tte.FejePtFnt Feee es t tft; 

FEtFtT FtET ETfET, EETE : — 

"65 T-EENeFe T Ftp ETETT rT snETfERTEITt SETT 
e^ette etFett ft ft tt ete Erft eRt/tw ntetttI : — 

EgE'TFr ft eetT f Fee etett et Ret sq-ft, ffETt ee 

ETE f EftE EgNEFT EET ft Ef t, EEtFeFt, EgEMft 
ft Ef;tt E f f ET E-JETfE f Ef E Tft ft EEFt % ftTFE, 
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SnjftTfTO TO fTOtt fTOtt W TTTR T 511 TTT TOt T« SFJjTSfT 
Jr frferfTR, qfurcf TO Pra; ^reTr tt ert tttf: to 
urrfTer tt tRitet , tut TO tot to fTOTOt wt ftTOt cjTOtt 

TTTTt TOT TRCT TCPTlTOTOt TEfT TEP ftT TOR TO TOJTOTO 
TOfTOTOT TOT TOe fTOWt TITOT, TTTfcTfTO, SRTOqfeT % TOr 
T lTOR TOR TTT TO TOJSTrfer TOt ETpEEfR TO TOTTT, 
etttw to ^^Hpdy i Cl stot fTOr Ttt tor! TOt totce to 
TOTOTOT TrcTO TO TOTlTOT TO fTO<t TOt TOEt |" ; 

(XI) fTOTR- 66TTTf6TT(l),TO, TOR^TOcTRTO 
Pi^dRiRiici m cr,^ RfrErofTOT fTOn toteth, ectTOt t — 

“TOT^ TOR ftTOt ETWTOeE TO TF-TOTT fTOTOt ErfTTOTOf 
to TOTOrrft TOt TOfe Jr fTOct Tit fTOTOt wf to TOTOt to totot * 
tr EFjrrfer tot tott Jr wr to frorfeirr T^r TOt TOEift 
Tfe TO-jTOU'fii srrft, sT^rrqr TOftrrofr % ttttr to to 
% TTJ entrer toc ^ fr: — 

(T>) T?T TTT TO HtT TOTTO SI Cl TO ^ifs ERSTfRTTT 
TOft TO| To TOPTOfr I TO TOp TO TOTlTOC TO WRt 
fdUW SECT T$f WTTTT TOE TO TOtT T TOTTO TTTOt T^ST 

TOt TOt, TO 

(tt) R[ TO ETOTO EfflTOrT’f TO tTOtuTOpTER wf TO 

TOtT % TOt TOfto TO ^ TOT? TR % TOteiT TOft WTE TO 
fTOTOt wf TO TOTOr TO fTE TOlTOt TOE TO, TT TR TWT 
srfTOFrrf TO TO#TO<t fTOTOt TOTO TOFT TO TOTOl TOT TOtTOt TR TO 
TOT EEpirfrETlTOf TOt TOT ’JTOFT TOTO Er HtT W TOT ^ ET 
TO TWT tjfTOr ^ET: 3TR T|f R TTRT TO, TO 

(T) TfTO *FTT TT TOTOr TOT 7^TO TOTO TOT TO TOT TO 

?ft tTO tt grofT to4 to TOt to ?tr wf to to tot ttto 

^PfTOJTTT: 3TR T^t ft TOPTO TO, TO 

(t) TOEt t$ fTOfTOrer wTO % fro^ tow totcto 
fcvi\i fp EFJfffR TOt TT TO ErfsrfTTT % TTTT TOk TT% 
wpftr TOT FT tTO fTTOT TOTqTfTOl PpJr TOT 1 l” 

(XII) fTTT 67-T^ 1 TTfTOTT ( 2 ) % TTO^ % 
TTOT TOC, fTOTpTpTT TCTOT TfTFTrflT fTTO TO^ETT, 
TOTtef,:— 

"TTO5 5Tfr TOf TO^TOP ET5rfro % wtot % WTEI 
fro| tot % tot % vftroc tct% ttItotot % troq; 
tot’tot tocto | efr ErsTfro % ttVtoet % fri ttt 
<Ftr ttt tIt TfTf\ror toVt afT tot to tt% frort 

TFT % fro^ TOT TTOT TOt TOC % ?>ft l”; 

(XIII) fTTOT 67-35 % TOCTOTO TO TTOT TC, frrrfrfeT 
TTOTTO TfTOTOfqr fTOTO tottt, wfr : — 

"tu^to Tfr TTTrfcr % ttoitow % tt^tot 
TT% TTTOT % gr, TO Tiro ^TT TO#TOT TT% TTTOT % 


TTT % T>TC TfTfufT TOtT TOT TTOT TO T T % T?TTT, fTOTO 
TTO Et eft TTTTfTO TT W W T^Tt TT TOP TT TTTTTT TT 
TT^T TOfCT TOff TOT fe^T TOT wk 5ltT TCT% TTtTOW % fTE 
TOT'TOT TT% TTTOT TO TOTTOT TSf TTT % TfrF T fTOTO TTO 
i\ eft ETEfTO TTOTO ft TTjff TOTTO l”; 

(XIV) fTTOT 67TO % TOTTet, fTOTfufTT fTTOT 
TOTTTOfrT fTOTO TOTTO, TOTOTT : — 

“67 -US — TTJtfsT TO frTT HTTOTTO TO 'TOJfffeTTOU 
aTTO ETTFTT ETf«TTOTTt TOt 5ft TO'TT TTTt wfuftTOT 
TOTTTOTCt : — 

TOTTpT TOt TTTOt % fTtr TOTOW TOT riTr STOfTT, fTOTTOt 

■O <T\ * * ' 

?T TOFT TO TOTOtT TOTTTf c T TOW ^ % TOTTfTOTOfT, TODJSTpTOT 

TOt TTJTOt % ^ TO SFJSffTO TO TOTOtT ^ TOt TOTOfT TO TtUfT, 

TTTTfTT % fHC[ fTOTO T^t TOTTOTOT #' TOT TOW TOt TO? TO^TOfTOT if 

frofrfTOsr, TOferou, to fTOTrro TOTOnfr tot wt tottotc toc crorfroero 
TOT TOfTOTOtT, TOT TO TOST TOT fTOlft TO^TO TTT TPTTOt TOt 
TOTTOT TOETTTOTO TTSTO TTT fTO^ TOTT TC E^TOTTOT TOTf'TTOTCT TOt 
TOrr fTOwt ttuit, tototTOtoPt, TrrjrfT TO fTOF ttTOtot tout 
TTT TOT TTTOlUT TOt TOfTTOTf T TO TOTTOTP^, TOITW 3TT TTflfT- 
ERt arcr froro tT totott TOt t^ttot tot tctottot tout TO 
TTT3PT TO fHTT TOt Tret l” 

(XV) fTTOT 6 7-T T, TtTtTOT ( 1 ) if, TO?.^TO TO 
CTOTT TOC, fTtrlTfUT TOCUpr TfrETlfTT fTOTOT TEtTr, 
TTOTT : — 

“tout TOft Tcft TOttottt tot ttottot fTOTOt Tfwerf tt 
TOTTOTC t TOt TOtro TO fpTT TOT ppTOt TOTT TOT TTT TOT TfCTTT t 
Tff ?FJ?rf T TT WT T TOT fTOrfiTT TTt TOt TEtTt TOfTO 
cFprf erakt tttttt TTfEroiTOt TO TTErmT tt TO w 

TlfTT TOT ^ fTO : — 

(to) w TOnf TT eftT TCrTO Trer TT irfTO TT^fTTapTOt 
TOtf TOT TT TOTTOft I efr TOT TO TTTtTTC TT 
TOTTOft TO RtTOtTO 3TCT T^r WTTTT TTT TT 
T*K T UtTO TTTOt TT64T TOt TOt, tt 

(er) w tt terror TfTTOert tt TOTTret wirer 
tott tt eftr TO ?ftTO TOt tpTt t ^TO ttut 
ttt TO TOtw TTt wre TO fTOTOt totTO tt eftr 
TO fCTT Ttrt Tfr T3T «E, TT Eff TOT TpTTOTT 
tt TOTOnret frort ^,t totTO tt TOtt tot TOtTOt -c^r 
TT TTT TTTfTTEkt TOt TT 'JETT TOtTO TT 
TOTOr TOT ?TTT 5T^f TT TT ET TTTOT 5jfTOTTTTeT: 
TOR Tft ^'t TTOCE TT, TT 

(t) Tfr totTO tt TOt 1 ? ttt t^TO ttet tott tt TOtr 
TT TOt uTO TOT 'JTCR TOlTO TT TOTT TOT ITT Tff 
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ffr ffr Tff fffffaT fffffqqffffq: ffrq fffff fff 
fffaqr ffr, ffr 

(ff ) qqq ffff fffqfTffq fafffa % ffaq TFfffa q^qqffT 

ft'sfrf Ft ffffjrfq faf faff ffT ffffff'ffffff fa 

qqqar falx qqfa ffqrq qqrq nq fqqq 
^fjttFtt Fee arf i" 

(XVI) fffffff 69 ir, 

(i) sqfffffff ( 2 ) fa qffrq qq fHqfrPqq qqfqffff 
TfcI^rfTa ffaffT faiqffr, TTfffff : — 

"( 2 ) fffaT 2 -FT ff % fffafa ffTff TT % ffrff 'ffrfffff 
qqff qfff sftT ffffff fffXfaTff fa faff faff TTT XT fffffffar fa 
qffffaX'JT % faq fqqfaff faf fan ff Tfa qff fqqTffff qfff 
fa snfaT 5 Ttr ffqff 2 • ff 8 rfffffa ffrff faT % ffTff fa fa qqq 
faffa far ffffff ffafal'T fa fan faffTff ffffq ffT ffffsfaff % 
ffafarur % fspr fqqfxff fa fan ff' T^fara - qqq fafaspr fan 
fa ffTqfff 1” 

(ll) ffqfffffff ( 3) fa TffTff TT, fafafafaT qqfffffff 
srfqqffrfqq fairr ffrqffr, fffffa : — 

“ ( 3 ) fffa fart airfaiT ffqfff'qr % ffffqqq % q?ffrff 

qff ff ffffTff fa ffTff TTT fa fafffX fffffa qfffaTtrr fa fail 
ffrff ffff ffXffT | fa q fa ff^xfqr % fa fan fffaT fat 3 ?, 

SDjff 24-ffT fa 3DTT if, ffataTT faff fa fffffffaff ffTfafff 

xqq fax fffqfqqff qfq srFr qrq tt fffffa fafa -irnr % ffaq 

faff qqq fa faT ff f tfa fff T , ff*ff 2 1 fa faffT ff, fffqf ffTff 
faff % faffffaff, fa fff qqq fax fafaxqff faff qfa ffrff tt 
xxfa fafa ffrq fa faq qqr fa xqq fa tt ff farfar i”; 

(XVII) fffffff 69-fa ff xqfffffff ( i) fa qq<faffaqff 
fa gfa fffrffFffFrff qqqffa ffrxxffrfqff fqrffr ffrqqr, fffaq :— 

“qxqr; faff fart fffaffqr ff^ffFrr % ffffffTff fa q^ffrq 
fqn^ qfa ffffffTff ^ ^ Tiff % fam; ffff% fffaqrxff % farq 
Wffffff qrrffr | ffl qfa fffffaff % fffaffTff % fffq fffar faff 
qqr fft tjqq fax fafaxqff faff fffff ffrx tt ffff% fqfar ffrff 
% f?rq qnqrff ffqq fa ffx ff faffV i” 

(XVIII) Fffffff 71-ffff.ff^ ( 2 ) % r«rrff tt, F fffff- 

ffffiffff faff^ffrFqff FffffT ffrqffT, fffftq : — 

"( 2 ) ff'F?xixr qFffffff ffq^fa ff ^ FffFfa fffff qrr 
SFJTTffff faff, fax” 

(XIX) fffffff 72 % qxffjff % ^ffrff qr, FffrffFfaiff 
qTT^qr Tffaffifqff ffarr ffrqffi, fffffff : — 

"qffTff; ffFff fffffaff % fffaffrTff % Fnq fffaffff 
ffffffrff % gff, ffr ffFff qrrr ffTffffff ffff% ffffffTff % ffrff 
% fffffff, fffff Fqqff faq tt ff ffrff qrq^ % q^ffrff, ffaffT ffffr 
fa fff ffffffF c ff ffff ffff ff^ff x|fff ffff ffff ffff ffrff tt qq 


ff rfa qrfffff fffa qrq Frq xrff fffff tFt ffqqfa % fafaqff 
% Frq ffiffffff ffff% ffffffrff qr wiff % faffff 

ff Fqrrr ffxr fa fft fff ffffr c ff ff rrfffa ffrqfff 1’’ 

(XX ) Fffffff 7 3-ff qr% qx^gqr T qffiff qff, ffafafaff' 
qqnjqr ffFff^ffiFffff Fffffff ffrqffT, fffffq : — 

“'7^5 faff ff^fa c ff ff fffaffvxr.ff Fffq fffaffff fffa 

^rxffrff ff qq, ffT fffff qqr qrfaffff qqff ?mrq ff srf xr? 
ff faffq, fafffTffff faff ffr ffffTff fffa ff qffffffT f ffffr ffffr ff 
TT ff^srFff ffff ffff ffffw Tfffff xff ffff ffff ffrffffff qq mfa 
qrfxff fffa ffff Ffa ffr% far far farfa^ff ff qfaffroT % far 
ffrff ffff ffff% ff ffffTff % srf ffrff % faffff ff faqr ffffT fa fff ff? ; 
ffffTff ff fffffa ffrqqf 1 ” 

(XXI) Fffffff 75 % 'Fffrffr % ffffrff ffff, fffTff fff Fffff 
qxfgfff ffFffxqrFqff Fffffnr ffiqffr, fffaff : — 

"faq faf fffaffffr fffffaff % ffffffrff % qffffrq Fffq 
qff ffffqTff % Tff ffTff % fffffq ffffff fffaqrnjr % Fffq TTTffff> 
ffff qr | rfr q fff ffff faff ff qfaffffff ff Fff q ff fa faff, fffxfffr^ 
faff ff fffqffaff, fffff fff ffqq far ■qfqfxqq -faff srfq ffrr 
XT ff ffff Ffffff ffrff ff fffq fa fff sqq fff tt ff fafa 1 ” ; 

(XXII) Fffffff 75-ff ff xfaffffff (1) fa qq^fanr 
ff ^ff, FffcffFrFffff qq^qr THffXKrrFffff fqrffT ffrffffr, wfaq; : 

"fffff ffff ffrtffqr ff^faff ff ff-ff ffrff % qffffrq fffff 
qff ffffffrff ff ®ff ffrff % faffff ffffff fffaqrffff fr ffaq Tfftffr 
ffffffT | fff q fa ffffff F c ff % fffaqrxxr % fqq fffar faff faff ff 
qqq fffq ffFffFqqff faff srfffffTff ffr fffffa Ffffff ffTff fa ffa 
fa fff t,qq fff ffX ff fafff 1 " 

(XXIII) fffffff 77 fa qqffjff fa qff iff qq, ffaffFfafai 
qqT^fa affaffifqq ffam ffiqffr, fffffq :— 

"qx?q qff fffffa'ff fa fffaqffff fa fffq ffrff ffff- fffa 
ffffffTff fa ffT fffff qffT ffT#ffff fffffa ffff ffTff fa ffT 
fa vflcix, ffffa fan far faffrff ffqfa fa qffffrq Ftt r ffffT t 
fff ffffrrFff ffff fffa ffffff q|fff ffff fffa ffff ffrff faff qq ffrfa 
qrfqff fffff faq fffq ffrff fffq ffff ffffxrfff % qfffqrxff % fx 
ffrff qff fffffa ffff ffTff fa ©5 ffrff fa faffan ff ffaffr ffffT ^f r 
fff ff>r. r ffff fffffff farqfff 1”; 

(XXIV) fffffff 83 -fa qfa qqffjfa fa ffffTff qq, fq^ 
fffFffff qrqjfa aFfa'ffrFqq FfaffT farqqr, faff'fff : — 

"qx^q fffq ’fajvTfff fa qffffaqfa fa fqq ffrff <faT ffff 
5rff ffTff fa 'jff, ffr ffff qffr TTTffffff fffffa TTffffrq fa ffr 
fa fafqq, faffffqqq qf ff far ffffrff fa^f fa qqffrq, ffaffr ff 3 
qf qf rrfixFff ffff fffa aqff ^fff ffff fffa ffff ffT#qq r 
mf ff ffiFqff fffaf qq ffar ffTf fatq fffff TFjffffar fa q^ffaq 
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% fxrr ^Yee eeY xxete x sje ete % eYet e fxET 

EET ft eY EE EETR Ef EExY XREt l”; 

( XX V) fEEE 8 4 % mr-NTr^ fETEfxPsR fEEE SRT: 
ETTfEE fxrr XRE, XTfE : — 

"8 4X — XX TX TR JTTT TTR CRTR Hi XlYxXTE 
«Ft XIXX XTXfX fxXXt SRfff'X EXCET TEYfcT Eft xY Ef 

jjf — ETtf IT FT *EpFE xY XEJTRX STTfaXRt aRT TrfCE PtR 
IR XT TTYw 5RT Rf'TE I fXET XEY XXX 25, 25-X, 
25X, 26, 26-T 26X, 28 xtc 28-X E Xt TESTYe xY 
ERT ET xYffX XTE ft ?XK EC fXET tiff XtYt xY 
srrfcEr ^ erYx it Etx Re Y fftcn - ttxt ettr Yt Trfrx 

EC E%XT Etc CTR ETXR, EE ElE% E tf Yt XRT XCY % 
TEXTE fx% EE TTXXEX EEET wYc TEE “EpfE Xt EE 

■s 

ETETt E XlY fXXR THE % f?R TXET XXTE ER%, EE 

err if Yet ?ttYx xt t%xY fx% xz xfxx test i 

8 4-XX TETf r X X fflR XtYeX ET STEStY TRY ffTTT 
3TTETEE XtYttrY EE Yt XTE ETEf xfxfRT XTEXTTY: — 

>o 

STEXfX xY ERTt % fcrnr TTEXT ET EET EXpFX, fXTxY ? E 
ETE % TtfTE TTExYx EX' 7 xY Ef %, EETfcxfX, TETPx 
E ft XXTY E ^Y ET SRXfx % XTE 7 XX xY TXfa % YtTTX, 
TXXfR if fTfxfYrE EfcEEf % fx 7 T rr tYxY ET SEE 3TTSTR 
ET CTrfxR ET xfxxix, TE X EXE ET fxxY XR EEt TJETE 
ETEEt Eft ERE ECXtYxY ET5E, EfE fER XtY X" 7 XRSTrXX 
XtftTXRY Eft YET fXTxY eYxT, EXTfcxfx, SFjXfXT % fXTT 
ETE EE ERE EEE ET TEXpE xY TfXXTfTT X XSETX, ETEET 
IT 'EEJTfRETfr ETTT fEtr ETr TEEf eY EETET EE ERTER 
ERY EEYeE % fair Eft EREl l” ; 

(xXVi) fEEE 85 E Y EEfEEE (3) % TER 
ET, fEPE^rfHE Elf EEE EfETETfEE fTET 
ETEET, EEf^ — 

"(3) EfE ETli RfEE SEJEfET % EEER % 
EEETE EEER T ETE % 

EYET EE% EEtERE % fER TTTEEE ERET 
^ eft T Yl '■M'jvi Ye % m 4 V+ T°I % ^R 

eYe eYe — 

(i) ftfEEtEfEE ETC fsET Etc 
wfTEEEE fEfEfEEt ET fEfEETE EtY 
% fR RTEftCT ETE Etc EfEfTEE TftE 
srfEETE ET TE% fEEY EFT % %E eYe 

ertYtcYeYeY; eYc 

' ii) YeR ftfEEtEfET EfRESRT fY- 
fEfEEY ET fEfEETE ETft % ftR EtE 
ER Etc EflfRE TftE EfEETE ET 
EE% fETft ER % fR EE WY TY TC 
ftEt l” ; 


(xxvii) fEEE 85 E % TTRE CER EC, fER- 
%fEE TRpT EfRElfEE fEET ERET, 
EEfeT : — 

"ETR; EfE EErT EESTfcT E EeYeER % feR 
TTTEEE EE% EEER % 'JE, ET EfE EET 
ETE EE EE% EEER % m ETE % EtET 
EfrfCR sYe ET EER TN T EEER; 
ffTET EET *ft Et EEt E^sfR EE EE EECT 
tYeT EE ET EE ETYeE ET EtYe ErfR 
E^f TTfYYETEEtC EfE E^TfR^ EEt* 
TTE % fm ETEEE EE% EEETE % ET 
ETE % EtET E PFET EET ft eY EZ EETR 
f $ EEfft ER’ft l"; 

( xxviii) fEEE 85 X % TTER fEFEfxfXE' fEEE 
EETTETfEE fTET XRET, EEfc[ : — 

"8 5 TT — ITEEfR T fxE WRYt ET 
EEEfRETCY 5TTCT EEETEE ETf«WTcY Tt Et 
XTE ETXY wfEfaltT RETTCY: — E^xfR TT e'XcY T 
fER ETTET ET ffET ?RT RpR fXETt TE ETE % CEftE 
EEEfET EXT Tt Ef | , EETCETfEE, TRxfET Tl EXft E 
E EX ET EEXfR % 5RX RE Tt EEpT T TtTTE, XEXfR % 
fXE PfR ETT TREE E ET EXT EE Ef XEarfR E fxfEfEX 
EfTECT Y fXTR EEEt ET EX ETUR TC CETfER ET EfEETE 
EtE%EXEETfERYXR6EYfEEEETETYEYXRE ETERXt 
ET»E, ETE fxq: TIE TC EEXITE XlftREcY eY Yet fxTRY 
XYSTT, EETfCEfE, EEXfx % feR ETEET ERE EEE ET 
XEXfXT TY XfER f'E % TRR, ER’ET fxET XEEfRgTft 
g'RT flR EE XEEt EY ETEET XT EcElETXE ETE % XEtXE 

% fXE eY xtct i"; 

(xxix) fEEE 96 if, XTfEEE (l) Yt EfETej' , 
XEfEEE ETE.REf'TE fTET XRET, XET?^ : — 

"( ix) (x) X^ftET % Yxx TC ^fsx ET fxrft 
XfE ETXt fEfxfEET Y ffrff xY >TJC[Xf 

E E fEfEfER f 

(X-) EX YEYETYEYTIX%?rEXETEYcSTTEX 
EX XTXRX T 7 fxEE XiETR E fXE 
EE Pi CtXXf xY ETEfER ERE ETXT ETX EX 
fXET EET | fETEfxfXRT EferfTEX fxfET- 
fGRf ERY CET^t E ET eft ijfST xY XREY 
ET fXXt XTRff eYc t fXCft E^X^EE 

cYYe e fvxrf Y eY, xer; : — 

(i) fxfxEfx xt erYx 

(ii) X 5 xrctx fXE EX EEfECftJX 
Ecg % XeY TJX EER exY Xf XTOT | 
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(iii) <jnr (ii) Jr Tzfafer nfafe rp 

th fapTzfan er; % qwf fa eer 

TOE % pR 3TR7W ^IT+'TEr fa 

EHR : 

ezr nfa Hvffzz’tHn ERfar % eth % 
HEH EZ faPl-H W Sfft Hrzfe fa fVl'S 
tErEEpEfaHT l”; 

(XXX) pHR 10 6-R if, THpEHH (»j) EHE? 

(ii) T zfar, nn Jf PrePePie rtoRzh 
erttotPeh fen ninn, stePt : — 
''zqezfeznr :- nr w ere ^ erz 
ferffe fafnfaEpnT Jm ffafat fa 
toe Efafan i” ; 

(xxxi) Prr 138%tePtr ( 2 ) % zete ex, 
PrePtPth EpTzsnfxn fen rret, sthPt : — 

"( 2 ) nfn faf toPth nxsffR n steer % 
err Per steer % ®n eht % fanr 
te% Hzfero T Pi 1 r sheet eret fa 
fecfr STEfaR % EEfero % f?R ^SE fafl 
fa ?rV wt sfe nffafe- fan stPrr 
n te% fWr nnr % Pr irn fa tr fa 
ex % fanf : 

her; ePs P srPtf sufern fa PrfapR 
nfa nfa ffarf far PrpRpn fa ewt 
if, Pfa srHfafa % sh<th % etoth 
fan n*r steer % <s? t ete ^ fanz 
thet nfanzn % Pr nfar fan Erfan 
mn srffafaE fan sPrte n te% 
fe.^fr WET fnE fan tee fa ez E 
fafa 1” ; 

(XXXII) fenr i to % e^er % znn xz PerPePr 

ezrx; xPnnfR fen eret srr?H : — 

'fen fa? ere nEfaR P HfaxRH % fan snfaH 
te% steer n gn, et hPt ife erxe te% steer % xrx 
ete % farx, srfxffer fan eh eeth ere % eter 
fen tot ft fa Efa smrifa he ht her xfart nw 
nr te sheet ez snfar EifaE Efa tt fe ^n ?fa eFe 
?nni far %■ % Pie mEET e# nnnn n nrn t< 

fam e fen nrr f(t et ee mm gf mfa EmrEti " 

(XXXIII) fern 142 % toe, feqfafan Piet 
ferTETfe fan ETnrT, nnfa : — 

“142 e: - mafe n n e.«f fa^fnnf! 
J1TT 8TEETEE ETfEEEfr E?f Ef EjTE Efal wfafeE EHE- 
TT-ft : — njsrfe Tr n^jfr % fan nr^nr n fart nfEE 
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ffem eie ^ nfaE n^rffa fez tT e^ t, Enf «rfa 
mnffa eP mfa n ee nr nnrPE % ann z|^ nfan 
% eVft, 5 nj?)far % fan fan ^n nifEE ir et qfr Ef 
nEnffa ir fenfez qfaEff % farm farfa n nn etotz 
E zmfacEETnfnnfa, eet % ese n fafa mr Pfa eeet 
nmft fa etee n-nEEf mm ete fan ete ez nj^TTE 
nfaETft fa fei ffefa Eifer, EEiPnin , nspf c E e? 
fan tntnr nzE to n EEfafa fa nffanfaT % e^ete 

E ^ 

ETEnp ET nn^PEUlfa ERT fer En TEET fa ErEET ET 
nETEE TEE % EEfaE E fm fa ETn l” 

(XXXIV) fnrn 145 % ezete, fenfafaE Ptee 
nET: ZETpTE fan Ercnt, EEpf : — 

"145 * -EnniE nTJ.fa T EfTE EE V EE(EE V 
fan EEET m EIZE: — Epfl zfa PrfPlTT Tfe'E ET 
Prfapm n eePee % fan fafa Emm e ie fa tt eeet 

c\ 

fan I EXT nr EEE 1 7 ir n.E EEPTE fa fafan if ^EET 
sn nffar fa ^et ffarn tee ee e^et Peet i; 1 

1 4 S-R-nf'EEptE ETEE ET Et * Pin tfaf EtT 

ete — nfafEEE fa nn 22 fa teotzt ( 1 ) % m (e) 
%• ntfPr EpEzpfar fa fa ffaff eetee EREr n zzm % 
fan fEfaertEi ste fa fef Eifa zfar sm 1 6 if grfa 1” ; 

(XXXV) wfaf et if; 

(i) TO lfifa 17 T TOTE EZ, PhzPtPiE ETE 

ePetotPee Pm eiee nEfct ■ — 

“EUE 16 

(PlEE 5 5 faz 145 ^ fa%n) 

nfafEEE fa EIZT 2 2 (i) (e) V Esf>E E f T- 

E^fa faEfa— 5T«r EnTOE HT»fa W! fa Zfa : 

tfa nrn fafan-^E faz eetee Ernfa nfn- 
ffarn, 1940 fa snzr 22 fa teeth (1) % fa (h) % 
nfan, fanfe^q/sr etee ERfa fr te zzm nr fafafei, 

Peeee -4 \ n er Pin nn |, Pee — — 

n Efznzf if fen 1 

nzfa — PtzPtt 

nfgifafn nfEpEr-TR/EERE eteeP nr rYzt 
E rzf ’5 — — ffafan- 
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tft -17 

(f#TT 56 sffa 145 TF ##t) 

TT STpfT # pH t## TFT! f#TT TUT | I 

#TT if, 


## TIT TIT frf##H: Tfkfsr TR/TTFyT TFT# 
% TFT T#SFT TT fTTHTT % T#TT % fair 

ffTa % tFft# # Ftp i 

TF#F t##SRF 

f#t JTCr TT# TT S#F 

TT#! fTTfaiT 

(||) TFT 21 if, 

(tf) TF 1 % FTFT TT, FtrFtFsTT TpFTrpFcF 
PfFTT TTTTF TTFT : — 

“l TF TTTPf-FT #T TTFTT, 

TTT# frw, 1945 TT TFJ# T Tf'tT T ( 1 ) if P}f##T 

##sf- 3 ft % FttPtFtt stt# # tff Ft# tfft, Fftt 
% Ftp ^ofr ijt t<#fft t# tt Fttft ftt % f#f *#t 

ffeq-cr q-ffr# t; tft# ami 

% fpnT P^TTITF TTTTF PfFTF TFTF f # #t f#Tf#£ 
wf #t srfafsr-SR sfk ttttt tft# tFjFttt, 1940 
sfk tt% t#t ttpt jpt Ftt# % tt## % t#t #tt i” 

(<t) TTF 4 % T 4 TT TT, Ft###® tFtFTiFtT pFTTF 
TTnTT, ^rar^T : — 

“ 4 -#tFsf sFT % tt>t ” ; 

(t) “tttttt tiFft#” tF#? % t?tft “*” 
TF? TTT T ft ?ft TFT T” JTFtFt TFT: FrrPrT # TFT# J 

(XXXVI) 

( l) TTT 1 if, # (’a ) % TTFT TT, pFTfTFlT #< 5 - 
TTFflT f#TF TF^TF, T#T : — 

"(F) # TTT 1 t#FPT (#TT # 4 #®) TFf TFT 
TTT TTFT 

TPCT.F# 

1 . TFTtP'FFT TTT #T T#'T TTT : — 

frfTT TFT FT### TFT “#T#TT #FT 5 fPT' #T TTFT 
TFT "TTT ###’ ,TTTT I 

2 . tt^tt-tt: <tTtt ft : — f .Tffr tf##T (tttf 
TTF# r) #f#T TT# # cTTT if TT W^~ FT # TFT if 


TT FFFTT 3TT# % Tlfft-TR# if TTT5T TT#fTTT TT^FT 

# tFftt FtFtt I #k t?f FtFtFt ttt Ft#tft ttt tfutt- 

?ff tt grr #Tf 1 

3. TT'TTfnjtir HTFT fTTF-fTf-VT: — TTT t'TTtT 

# Tr'TTfefT FtTTT -FtTtT ( 196 2 if PTiFtt) 14 fWT 

f|T-Tp-FT TTT TTTTT TPFT TTT TFT if #TT- 

tfFtt I 1 Ft# FtFtt ^sttttt ttr 

TTTfpTTTW flu^lT, PTTT TfTT T?T#TqT, TTTTTTT 

# TTFuC^TT if | I TT'T#ffT FT#-FTfTFcr f TT if TTF 
f TTTfT TF FTfTTFT TTK srffTTTTr FTTTT if TTTfT % Fro; 
FTTT-FTFTT % 5TTTTTTT % Ft<t TTFtFtT | I 

4. ^UtTTTT : — 

( 1 ) tr T'rT ttt % Ft# #Ftt tt # rtt % ttt- 

fT 5ffT TFT qr TUTvT TT^TT TT ^TTF TffTrT TTFTTT | 

Ft# ittt ftt TTrFiTT Fttf ttt #t ttVt Fttut tttt p-t 
tttft tr 1 

( 2 ) TFT TFT PITT # tFFtt’tH TF RTF if TTF fTfT 

?FT # TTFT-TTTPffFTT TTFTff if TF 3TTTF #f #f if T-TFF 

C\ V3 

TT^TTTTTT TTTtFtTFT ?tFtTT | FtTTF #TTT FTfr TTTrT 

# #k #f tftFttf #t ttt # Fttf# tt 5 FttttttFtt 

(tt# ) # ttFft T ft I 

( 3) TTTFT #TT T PT TT T TTpTT TFT# TFF tFfTFT 

TT TTTSPT ■Hoff ^ FfF# TTTT # #tFtT TTTtft TT TffTFT 

O vs Cv CN^ 

TF PT ffPT TTTT, TTAFtt TIP TtFt-T TTT TTT TfFtTT 

( 4) 5TT?5l TFFft T TTTT % TTTTT #k TtFcFT qTTf 
if TFT T 'JT Ft# # TTTTTF if # FT FT# TrFfTT | I 
FP^T TFT# n[T TF ttt % tFsFT F[TT TTT# T TTK # 
TTFT# | 

( 5) TFTT TT;^ T #T#T TF Tf q-ffTFr tFttt 
I # TTT TTFff# # TTrF c T % T7TTT ## TTT if W 

# FTT# #FtT TFT TT TF# | I 

( 6) TTT TFT (TFTT TTT # # ^57575 tfFtT 

TF# TT TTf TfFtTT | # TTT #T SUTT %■ #TFT #?TT 
% TFT# # TTTT TT-TF ff I ?tRtF[ #f TTT TTT FfT # 
TFT TT if TTF TTF I fF #T FJTF TFT TFtT FtTF TTr ft I 

(7) TTTF Trl'T TFT# TT#t fTFtf T TF7TT 
fTTTTT qr#TITTTTTFTTPiT5rFTTT| # f f fT TTFT- 
TTTT#f#FT TTT TT PTFT TTT> TTTT ## I 

(8) 'T^FTT TcTR TFT# TF# (# #T> T)# 
T1W fTTTTT TT #TT FTTTT TFTTFT tFt#T | # 

TtfTTF TFT® if PTFT TrTFT4F FtFtFcTF TF## | 
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5 . qrqrqqr fqfaqftq qfofnj 

qqq krkq wt fkffqTfaq fork % qvir -qwfof 
% qkq q^r gq srjgk q if qr«rr qfOTfaq qkqrfqqq 
qfqqq qfa ?ifr qiiqr kq w q^j^k % ott 1 (w) if 
q^rfaw OTOTTf OT OTf OT SPjqr^R ^klT Wgf OT q?T 
qqqr OTkr % fafakw k wnj; ^tcft t i 

6 . Wcqrqq fqqqiir 

(v) ijw wif qr^qq qrn ttt kOTiq 

(1) ?r»fr qfa wfaf % OTnqq if qqfq faq ot 
strtft ftft k qqqrq frfiqfrfOT qftriWf 
5 rt k ^TTTT’ff 1 t srprm qrfOTrft % 

rmqqrqqq qq if qqfkr qrq far- qq gf 

fa W-fif faff qfaOTOT-OT kq WcOTT gf Wf 
k ?qqr if fqkr ffaffaw fkrfar for 
qrqf | faOT qrqqqOT qfqqfw ir qq^ k 
qqr qqf % fforr 5 trt qrOTw ott wr $q: kwr 
qqfo k WTcI^cff ■aptcff ffgW OTf k 
WOTT qqr glk ^ I qfW OTTOT k sOTT if 
OTOTf -fafalW WOT qfq fpfJW OT k 
wqnj-qqqrqfrqwr wwr if wot fkrffa 
qrr srtrjrqrqkq wot fw kk i 
wfaffaq twk w?f fawqqr kqq rfafk 
qqfOTf kq q^ OTfqw if wrk wmk 1 

(2) otw k ot fir % qwrm % fwtr faq wr 1 «n% 
wk wnrfOT qqfOTf $ qfa%w qft wrk? i 

( 3) OTkq ottot % faq; qqfq k Wlft wT^flr 
WFW rtffr gfk wrf%rr fafo WrsrfqkSW faafffa 
qq qr qqjqpr if qfOTT-qfq fawfar OTtw 1 
qrqif k q^jfw OTfHfoUT qTOTff k ffwf w 
frw if, fair ffwr kq OTrkq ffoeitffo kq 
rpw wrdfOT qwqfr % ^fffkwqqr fort 
ott ^r, qrwf wTot q ferrt ft i rrmf«fW 
'frfOTT fowk/ qff OTT OTW OT 

1 . rfkf qrw^rf ?fk flffHk «f v Twq iff 

ft?rv 1 

( 1) %ot ffif qr rqqq qqpff % btot wf 

OTrffq wr qiqm % rrrq qffr^ : rwn! wwot % 
fwnr grrr^r it qr qir jqq? qcw wt rOTr 
if aTwr fk( qq; ^f, tqrffw otttot % 

5fonr fqnr wurff i ^?qqTOTi^for loir it 

k wvff OTOTTT % 5 FJOT I qfo fofOTT 
wrqfqf wt rnffq ^fwfq wqrrOT % fw^ fqqt 
qqf fft wOT qk if q^ qfsiq f%qr qrtf fa 
* fFJOTOT <R»nfOT OTf«ff if JfRT Si I 


( 2) q#fq OTfrrq % fwtT nr qrq qr?rq forr qfo 
% fwcr qoTq'r OT fqfqq wrffof m qqrq foqr wr w%qr 
q^r, wf, qq, qqf zfU wrqfw wr qq'rq qqqqr- 
'jOT foqr wr q'OTr 1 

(3) q«q frr j - z fir wr wfr^-qfTpfrfqqr qqr 
qk qq qr qqr^q wrfqqf % qrq qrw-qqqf % 3 ot qf 
qrqrq qqsjq % fwq wq^qq 5 > qqffr 1 

8 . rffa WTW qiJfrWf : — 

( 1 ) qkr €fq-wrq qqrq wk % fq.r qq qrq^/r 
^ «t if qqq wrw ot qqrq faqr wr^qr i qk qfq, 
wrw ijsq sfk wrw if fqqrk qq qfo foq^jp r rt|-q (q^qf) 
ir qfeqr qff ffqr 1 qfq qkqfq fkkf wrrqq qsj OT ?qqr 
if wm faqr qqr qr m qk qfw wrq, f ff r qq qr 
wqq qrwr if fqqr fqqrojqTqq % Y q j qfq wr? qqrq faqr 
wrqqr i qfoqfo fk^qrfqq (qq;) qfr fqqr q-qrrWT 
fair, foqf qrw wrs ir krr faqr wrqqr i 

(2) qfq wrq Bjkqq %fff^q qr fkqiffar wt 
if q-t qrk 1 qRr faqf Rqqf'rfoT qk wrq wr qqfq 
faqr qqr qr qf wif fqwqq o J kfrir? ir qq % qrqqrq 
h qwr wrqqr i 

9 . qr^q ^OTkl wqr?qfa V faq[ tffa WfS <K 
qrfwfj :— 

( 1 ) qspfr k ?qqr if f ft qrq i q-Trqq % far 
^fifqq % «q if qqfq faff wrq qrW qqfqqq if wr qfw wrq 
q-q qrqfo k qrr 1 4 k qkrqf k %it ktqr 1 

2 fqfq '^q if qr 3 ;qq qpqq if fokr % Wcfrqq 
% fair qqfq faqr wift qrwr qfq mz, jq: wwqtqq, qft 
wnj; k % qirqrq; qqr 1 9 k qqfam k g;qr %kr i 

io(w) qftqqf, qqif, wqqqk, w^qf kq wrk 
fqqf k rq^qi ir qqqffocT wmi if ftqw fokq W 
weTrqq q qqfq k kq qkf WfqfOT i jq J fqqrfqqf 
kq rf?q % qfq ^q'rqqrfqqt kr kqf k 
qqkq k qqqqr, fakqr^qqr kq qrqfo gfqfkq qrq'k 
kq fqrqfafaq qfqfqqq ^qfqqrfqqf % krq q^m 
qrfaqqff arqr w^qtfqqr k wrk» *k^:— 

( 1 ) w^r fqqfq kfqq q^qf k fqqr if wqrrOT 
fat^ q^ it :— 

(q) qrjq'f k qra qfakqf if qqq faqr wrqqr 
kq qeOT qsj k kw qr^qq’% qqfqq ffr 
qrq if qq k q r wfo % kq; qtrrfqfkqr 
qrqkf q 4 ^OT ^r q<ffq qqqfq q qwr wr^qr 
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ffTpf % Tsjsfi tt fit fTFr ^rrcrirr 
fTt FF% PddlTi F^- >[fff if 
m ft ?m ft^ft ff ft ftfIff fiffT 

FdpFd F TT Ff FTF I 


FTFFf fff tt Tt ft^ft i fR ttf TfFKt 
ffft ftf ft fff fftRut Farm % F^F 
FF? TT FFFF FFF TT fFFT F^Ff I 


(«r) -h Om'ji ^ ^ 'tut for Tt ^t^Rt % TkrF 

'tflT FTFFF % 5ft TFT FFfFpFFFT TRFFTl 
q^spnir % snffF t^f i f ftF % FFt 
TW“ft % FTF rgfT fltT FFTr FpFT FFTFF- 
rfFTFFT FfFpFpFF fTFr FTnFT I Iff? FfF- 
FTF 5r qftf FFTFFF ffe |f Ft, FT Fp? 
ffF TT Ftf FWF FFFF pT FT FT FFTF 

tffT % f<j? it tfffTF Tr fptkf ff ft % 

Rtf 3FF TF fTFT FTFFT FF FT fT ?F FpF- 
FfFFFPCff % TTT°T TT fFFFT F Ft FTF ! 
rfTTFT flF JT TT% % PdF SfTFrf Ff TtF- 
fFTtsfT tfk pFTTFTrfT FfTFFf TFFTFF 
% frrrr TFJfTTF FrfFTltt, Tt Flft FTFFf I 

(f) «fRr fttgt ftTft fsj; % Rif ff't if fTFT 

FTFFT FT fTT f?T=3T F jfFF F ff I 

FTtFF % Rtf ffTf Tt FFT fffT fff 
ttf ftp; ftf ti£ Frrrff tffa Fir ftt 

fTFT FITFFT FTfr TTF fTfrcFr F F F f Eft 

W^ffT iff fFTFFF FfFF F’JTTFT tiff Tt 

FT FT Ffif FTT Tut Tt FfTFT if FIW 
% RFt ?rfFTTT fTTT 'jfFUF FFPf TT FFfF 
fTFT FFT ff Ft FFTFT ff 'JF FF fFFfFFJT 
m gff FT? FfTT FTFT fTFT FTFFT I 
tfTFW % fTTJF FST % FffT Tf ^Ff F^ FF^ 
fjTFTT TfftTF ^T Rnr 5TFTF F fTFT FFT 
ft, rd^FI^T TTFTT ^ 3T ff FTFff I 

(F) <MfFTT FTFTft, % TfF^ % srfF#ft 

fftf yrr Rwr TJrrF.Fr *ffr RfTfFF ftf 
FT FTFi TT^ F?f FffFT Fff JFTTT^fF F?f 
TrFrff i inffrfFF Fnr^ fFsffrr^T ftftt 
ST ff TFFff I 

(t) TfFF'F t yf, FT Tf fFFT W f^F FrT 
frFr TTFFT I FTTff TT. TFF % FFT #FFfT 

FTFtff tt Ffar Rfft f fRr ff % f%c( 
Tfwr % ^ TTffffF fTFT TrFFr I 

(f) FfTT FFJ f, tFFfFF FrFff FjfrF 'jFkFT- 
ffFf ft fpf Ftf-Fff fF? Fnrpff I 

(«) ^FffF % TTFrTf f FffT FTt FT F<ff T T o Ff 
Fff, FIT Rnf Trf ft FTFr^ FFFfrsT Tf FrFJjf 
FfF ^FTfffFFT % fFFTF Tiff 5'TrFFT Ff wfffTT 
TffF TT FSTF FWf FfF Ft FF F7[ Tf tffffFF 


( 2) Tit FIFfF TTTT «F F FfF;F fTF TT^ |:- 

(t) %FT Fit FFfF fTF Trrfif TT Fff FJJ§ 

. % jfrF fTFT FT> if FTF ft fp F TTT fFFF 
FFrFF ^^TffFF Ff FrfFF ff, F rjFF | I 

(ft) frifF ¥F F, F? FraffF t fT FOT F*JT 
F ft-f Rtf ftf tt^f fT ftttfSptt 
FTFTTF FT?fffF FT.fr trn TFFTTmfFF 
TTFF Fr^TTT, FTfTFFTTFT q^T fFfTT 

% Rtf ttffft ttf TTWr f f;tf snr i 

(F) FTfFF 'FF, FFffFF TFFsT FT FT FFF % 
F^Frq Rif FfF FfTTF % FfF FFTF fTrr 
FrFif Ff TF FfFTf % ^ TT 8 ?ff T 9 Tf FfRTFf 
Tf 'JTT TTF I FFtfFF FFfF FT vftr 
F^FFF T FSFTF;, tfFFTFF FTFtff FFfFT 
^FfF’FrfFFf % FTF FFrfFF Tf FT^ff I 

( 3) T|t ^ffffF 3!FT FTFFf 3 F'cFtF fTt^ f :- 

(t) %FF rjw FTFT F»rsf FFfF fTTT 5fTrnf 

FT Rif F3JFT % ?'TF PffT FTt if FTF Ft fT 
FTfFiJTTf I FTTFF, FFfdT F'JFTFrfFFf 
FfeF f*TTI% Ft T FfrfFF fT"; FTqif | FTFF- 
FTFF Tf Trf FTFTff fTFf FTF if F*F*} 
if F?f fFFrf FPriff I 

(fT) Rl dfFTT.TTF T fli' Ff (FTF f F f FF FTFTFT 
T F'F|t( FfFSfttF F'TFf FFfF Rtt FT 
F^ff FT7g FfFfFfFF Tfk Ti'FTFT^fFF TT 
FFfF FfirfF^ | I 

1 1. F^7F FTFrff TT fFFTFT 

( 1 ) FrcRFT FpFfTTT Ff^T F?J F?V TFFT ft tfFFff 
^tf't tf ftffV ft Rtf ftsf fsff FfTf % ft tt tf tt^T 
% fFF fPftRfF TpFfTFr % TFfF Fffpr I fPf ftfttt 

ft Ft ^if tu 1 4 Tf fRPstFT TT 'Jtr TTFT FTp^r | ^fff 
Ft FpFlff^f FTr4 FJF FTFtff if F|f fFFTtff FT^Ff I 

(2) FTFTF dff FpFPTTr fTffr FT^TT FPFsfTFT^ 
FTrF % PFFF FT T-'RfF FFTF JTTr ^¥FFfFf T fFTTTTF 

% TF if ^f Ffrft I 

(3) fTf? r tfF FT 4tT T FCtfF % TfFpFF tFfftFT 
FTFTft Fff RFf FTPfPtFT F?f FrFJFTFf F?fr F^ RfFTTF 
FT FTtf FPlFfTf FTTF FTF if Ffif FTF FTFT % FpT r JFTFFT^ff 
% TF F fFFTFT FPTT ^1% | 
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1 2 . wfifOT JfmST ; 

( 1 ) TOrkroF nfnfkn % qumn mpr rnnk 

% TOrfromr % opt kq afqm k m rkk i 

( 2 ) TOf^TH mpf mik % ^ ! 7 rf^T % fan kr kfmr 
*n^ ^OT afrm k Rrfkfq % fan mpn knOT qT mrfOTqT 
kkm qRm mmimF irk =qr%rr 1 

13 . wf?cTF HRaT TO^TH HTHTcTT V falT — 

srfcrr mr mnk % ^tt 24 if qfrnr m rot 
ET^^it $r fan qk«nr if mn ?fim I 

1 4 : aftfmr qTjk Hit mm if TOTR fkr ttit *xfinH SNOT 
f kfaar mppqr hot artk k Rak qsr v fncj qqknrr- 

shot afffkr mrnr ijOTaffm k mrfOTfn % fan 
ftOTkrfkr qkanq tot qmrr, irk if qqkrq nfmn tojot 
^ Srkk 1 %cT SfkF nROT wr JRT qik THT H 
v* fa* mr ft I 

1 5 . W 5 T affm TOflk V fiqrrr nkwjl : — 

(1) srfcTtr % 1:10 sfk 1:100 % rotot 
« qk>mr tk yqq+n TOrfkrr if mnn anrrir art aftkn 

% far? srfq<M v n k 1 sikm nqfrp-OT % qm it qm 
W fok ifr kn mji' qtaqr mr dmq kk qq HOTfnm 
nimf 1 kk % nw 1 5 0 ink-rfr sfk 22 0 kk- 

ffr%kar 72 mnnk 35 0 iktifr kr 37 0 ikk 

5 fkr 48 kf k kr TOffsT TOT fkn anmn 1 OTZ qq; srz 

^ mk iiMirq-k k wr if sffkr hjot % 1 fmk if 
kfmr afkr^ km k wr k amrrff k? itk m 500 
^ wfinF |t rff nfkn st^ot k nk nfirfw k work m 
kt toot qrr; k^r ^qT 1 

( 2 ) srkiq srj^r % qk ^rirqH' 

kkTH kz qf fqTff^qzH^fkr^’T ir HfkkH 
fair znkr f% qff^pir k^'f qr kq grrk qnkrfirk 
k wr HfkH n^ar if k feff TkifRi k fkkff fkn 

Wrt jr'Hrfkr zk f 1 

16 . tkkfkrT kHEf k Zqf?qffT V fwq HkwjT:— 

nknr kk % 1: 1 0 mfrwn % # qrq- i fkff 

k ?kr kqrw ir Hkkfkn knrz tt fkk qrk 

%fkr 10 fifk HTSOT HT^T qrrft qrk Hk % kkf 
sh htwt kkri if anktiri fkj znk" 1 kkff qz zwot 
3 5 kkk? ^ 3 7 ° Hkkz qz 4 s kl rfqr fkTT anTnyr 1 
irk 'k^krar qfmrf w qnr kr k irkrtr qq^r k 
*ik kklw k ^nrnff itt zn rnnr qn; fkn qrnki 1 

1 7. k nm HHTqt 

ki^n.TTqrk qT kf hht kn hh»f H^Harkk k 
HtrkHfn i krn qksnq aft nm "n Hkknn 

k SJ JTTT HHTfqtH fffq gfk k qTfqq ;7 jjk % 


(1) rRrknfNn nfkn srjrsr 0. 1 ftk tt qk^ 
^qrfnr kn nu q j i < kk qr nrwftpr fqin 'Jin**n kr 
kk w k kn ftp 3 5 ° ir 3 7° ink 5 r qr z^vtot fkn 

k, ko knifim TOTmnk x^kTmOTt, kifnwH *rtott 
Fcfkffqoqkf irr fkff kn <|inh+' ^sh krk % qk 
if nkkmOT^ ark k Hn^ff 1 irk % %k krryi 
qq qm kf k ykqnk qkwir fkn arr^Tr 1 

( 2 ) nk qkn fkft qfkni; tt qnr h% k *rkr*r 
qqzsr kks nfirfkrr k^nrnftirr kr nzir qn:kin 
Hikn 1 

1 8 . qkrfrfitm kr wfjj ttnarnqf aftwnrf 
(rrk) q?T qrk^rrH kknTq'wVt nqfOTftr wkrq 
qkwq 

( 1 ) 0.5 fnk nqiqfqk'T trfkn qqk nrr ^wk 
kf 1 8 -wtt if fnmin am^rr kkf so fimt <kOTOT 

nk htfot 5 >, k qiFrrnF nr k fNF 65 * kktr tt 
n 3 T Hirnn qfk hh% tott^ qnr if qnr kr rmrif ww 
35 '^ 37 ° iFkfk tt kurr ^n^irr 1 qm ir vh 
k 'Fniir srkr ktsirr % fir^ nkir fk^ arnjif 1 

( 2 ) fkft HkTpjTH qk k tht if, uq-fnvf # 
sq^qn msinT k k kk tt otttj ankt fkm nrft 
turn tt qidPintoft ¥T ^ zotot fkn amnrr 1 mft 
qrakrkk nrkfnk k qkw nk ^ q^nr k ankft 
kr irk nkf qrkrftfknr ^kn? m tpq kw kqnj 
'tqr qrk irk qikkkft qr^ nk k nknr a^ar mm 
qn fkn «rnr?xr 1 

(3) hh kf mqk i or? ff T maqr q kijtkq i if 
fkk-^nff k q i l qn karH qq-Prtr ?qrin ipn Hf 
qijk if k nkfqn qrk knanwr % ark if fkr tot 
qkwq fkn an nkn : qmi' ark qk skk nk m qt} 

%■ kof k fnk-fkT nk qk ^k ir Tnqn % rr^i?f w akn 
fkn an?n I 1 0.5 fkff mrof k 0 . 1 fink qffimnT 
qkrrsqr qF nk nirR lk^ k hr kkm nk ^ hot 
fkmn amn t rfk nTm 5 nk: fk-fk k mn:kff 
nk nm knr anw 0. 1 fkft k?rm 
kkRT % ht*t ftkrn 0 . 2 fkft ttthtJ' qn srk ^ k 
mn;kff nm km amn ^ 1 ijqr rmn^ qq[k 
qn aanq fkn amm 1 1 nk fkft mj; if ^ nqnq aqr? 
?k f m qftf qqj kan^j qrk qk qrqfkkft % 
Tfqmr % qfknwmOT ht anm It k srfkn stj^ toot 
qn; km anm mffri 1 

( 4 ) nk ?n qksnq ^ kra: mn qkmff qrr q-ifk 

fkn mn k nt q Hmnrnn mfnqnk if? qqraFm tot if 

’ ^ 

aqfnn qR k nf k k q qkkf kmr i'kiT kr toh 
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3 ida 

tEp tpw teT tot% atit araftTT^fmf ait daRafd ^ 
aar TOnif % fair rod it roa Raft ft aaiaaftn % i 

1 9. TOTOR 'SfET qT 3aTO a*TO H Win: wfiTO dTO* 

*ft ^>TTTT -r^IT5T H5Vt pT»ffaflPTTW TOfwr aftSTia : 

TOtTO afard d^TO TOT, m dmfta adTOPta if 
ft a£ sfrCTWT % W^HR sftaFJTO-fTOna-afTOt Pi'ifTdi'^di 
$ f^ dffaTO fTOdT arfaT ■ dfd fwt ITRlJ if aitf dftTOf 
dPTO jffEPf ^Vf'JTOTan aTteRT % f^TT nf%d TOTO TOda 
fad 1 \Sf fiTJTT i afro '3 , ?fV aaro % ^5f+^jf)q to *t afaro aatsra 
if qrir ara at afata aaro ana tot fear anraT froa aitf 
a fara M'i'Ji an aro 4i+i aft Pt>ai pfn^n w aro afiaa 
qrft^fiT if OTEftTFcT roTf; nnfa d f $ ft I 

nra aVr am 

20. dTO TOST : 

IRT M ifl d H % fata '*T +4 ’flTvRfcT TOSlf if ffiM I j| i i> j i t I 
it 0% P l'j ff^f T TOST fid fnaif STJPjT aRlt It afdTd aT5tf if 

afTProt nfnro anaf rot arfaa arar srarfra ronf % far; 

fnfdfaR TO if TOTTOT 3JdP7 ad ft I fTT fdaTO % aRTO 
■dHld sftT ’d^ldd 1 d+fldi df dj^ad *fiVd % Rfi* it 4) 9 TOf 

npi'ft fa dTa-afW % ntTH TOTTa d^fra'd ft I 

21- 'ERT-STfaqT : 

( 1 ) TOTd fw TO TOTT TOf dTmft fddit TOTK tot 
fipift a^d dT TOn-TOd if anTd ft a% I n% ^qr==fT to 

TSTT STHTHT 5ft TO TOTdf it <J«RP ft aft nffda 

^TOSftd, f#r 4 1 VP 'ft afiafdd f, 7T3Tf % fad 
STOWT sfft ft I 

( ?) an T srfW, SnfTO d<} TOd it TOd dt dTO front 
TOT^f ffw % TOT it fwt ffit d>TTO dread fadf' TOtf 5rf% 
^tft RT ^TPJJ 'FdRW wf dft, % irm W ^ W 500 
q^Pt dT w ftT |tr fpipr't % *pf % 3Wt gw 
srtft 5TTTdft I W TOT ^ift % I srfi^f ^ 

v\m if TTr-RT % Rfr sw3 dft frit wtr irft 
if^q^ qfTOif ^^rrffrT i 

( 3) 5 Tfi?TR fwtd % irft TTW TTTTr % rd ^Tdl 1 ^ 
ffif ’ftr srosmT affpprft % wrard w if 5rgf%d fit 
TTTd % Sfif ffif fwm f^ffd TO TOf drfww'qrd d ft I 

1 t 

1 ( 4 ) fd+ftd ^4 % qrwf tot ipr \r.a? wfddt5td- ^qtt 
dTlrft5Td dT fip+ft flft fd, 5ft tdiftd % Rpr, ^fffqTT 
d ft it 'd +if % TOdTd fddfd % UTidd it^fsd fwt dfTnff | 

( 5 ) TPfft tidfsd TTcff TO, dgTW dfT^ % TOTOT 
qftstflr fiFdT dTdTO ftp 3dif WW ft dff ftctt | d^ft dft- 
^4 4Td STdd TOT fdd TOPf if | 


( 6 ) mm dtr dgPT dTTO % Tra ddtfT frorr TO ddfif I 

tqiftd =rof to arirro aw ?d to 4 ,dfdafui tot% arir froff- 
airoro % fro fRja % toto tdroroT tottoit i to tra if P^t- 
TM tT / TO TOtf TOTOTOT gfdfttft TOR? ft d%dt I TW 
w”w if faro id TOTfif frotir jdfddW afwr qrorprod 
TOd f) d% 1 

wfiffd d+qro TO fdTOTOT TO>4PT 

22- a5dtd ditflia 

( 1 ) dfard TOtwa ar^ro niTd Piife if a> tott ir toe 

ifTO itTOT ppf aro TO ddPdd 'ididdf gTTT fTOTT dTTOT I 

( 2 ) ^TOT 24 if TOT afdd dTTOd dTdfdt % fad iff- 
ffTTO, 'TfdTd qftWd % TO if TOR TIT H%dT I 

( 3 ) aftera ^rratrof ait aroro Tpflr TOdt if df fron 
TO it%dT I ^atffd %■ d r (fdd 'adfadd, Tddr % dTOT TOt 
TOd if TOTTTT TOTOt | tatftd TOf dTO it TOT fdd % aTOTf 

^d+flfda t ait fetfir fafw aafer aroft dffa i 

23 . dfRd araf a to faatd to at?Ta htesto to 
ftrq aftwu i 

( 1 ) anu« dT^dT % fro; aftard, an 24 if afdd 
^rWnaf % 'iidd i < arfro 'am +rta to frotT to pot i to 
aatror % Rff tarftdR'jf tot affera an^ % w ¥a if 
aafdot'a froaT jiiu+ii fro ¥a if ^ adR to artaa fwa 
aata froa TOdT | i 

( 2) aatura fdfa taatd % a^TOt frot arta 
aft %aro 4 aatd ait aaRfafta fa?w fafaa % afa adaaft- 
ftra froar aro | 1 

24 . at tor ^art air arcrmtaaTTOa m?jfdi to faq 

artwa 1 

ara it tot aa fdfa ’sja, Rraif ir a?itaT aa aaaaa 
aaaa 1 2 faa aa pit, at aata wjf f if fdarPad fror anta 1 
stotot a^f % arirro ^a aif ana — m Tint fa +1 aarr if 
taata to 0 . 1 faaf aT 0 . 2 faaf ar^ad aafaaa a^aa 
froat aarar flrffa aqa ^ arfro n;a ait aaar if 4 wtd tot 
^tot 0 . 1 faat at 0 . 2 farfr aaaaa aafaaa aaaa froat 
appiT 1 fafaror ait ja awr % aaaaa % aiRdoa aaa 
% aaata fafafaro faafaaf aif aaar ar^ro ^a aif aarr to 
ait annft 1 aafaaa to arop: apfif fro roa it roa 
p^p a»jf ait roar, fasvfa ait aaar ada aaar ataa roi: aft 
afaTOaraairafaTOff 1 to saf if aaaT ait at faarfiraf 
aft aaaT it sttr aafana atr aaata ait at apror ^ fro farft 
(stapafafna) ^arftd if aaro ataa aror apff fror^af ait 
aTOT ait daat ait arrift 1 x ios it afaro fWt 1 
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2 5 . FRT 

srnflwt TO to fTO mr if to^tf to^ft % fro* 

fanr J|1T FFt TOftF fTOr TOWt TOf TOt P^TO TOT 

TO 1% Mp TORT, TO FfTOTTFt % FTTOTT FWpTOF f FT ^FfF 
'ffq TO FTTT % TOTtF § FF-F ^rr f | 

2 6. uffHF FWf 3 $ 4 fTOf JT aftfTOT TOJR F[W 
aftTO TO TFfTOfn Fr fair fTOWFT 

TOT if TOT TOT StPtTF (FW TO *4 Pt '(TOT TOFT— FTF ?ff 
TOcftTOTTlTOT ( 10) fTO TO f T U.TOdd TOFT TOT 0. 5 pTOft 
if srjf Frarr % ftojtf TO, fTOf? w ftf it fror ftps 
?tt tofft far; toff Pf snjror fw if wt TO fTO trtort 
rorif m to 1 to ffTOtf 4 t Ptf ^fTOf-tot ftt tot «to if 

1 JfPtfW pTJTO TORTT fro TT if TO TOFF TO FTpTOF % 
P-1 u TOTPl f%TO TOTO ^ I TfTT TOFTO FTT^fcT FTOTpT TOT 1 5 
Tf\T 1 9, IfTOT if TO TO TOF TOi if tT'TO M PPFF FTF TOfTO 1 

2 7 . WjnPTTOC fTOwTJ 

srtipF tor TOr to Rjfror fTO<rf stot, fTOr% tofTOt 

<J<TOTO' TOt TE^TOTO TOTRT TO TTp«TpTO $, TOTORTFF 
frouTOTO % Pft fTOftf fron tothtt i fTOtof to^ifr 
srfsTTOpf stot torttPr far totTO 1 sT,tt FTfsfa % fair 
TOr PrPT-fror to TO fTOf frorr to f%ft i 

2 8. sfaTOF-TOIF TO TTTOT-FpmFF: FTOOFT 

TOTOfi TOT ?fte if TT TORffTO^f % TOT % TOT ^ TOW 
TO 3TWT 37° TOdtffa it TOTOT dlM-HM TO TOT F TOT TOT 

>1 Cs 

TWTfiT TOT fW TOFFT TOt TOTTO dWTO TOTOTO % far 
TOfTOT fTOTT TOFFT I Fpl TOt 24 if FfTOr ^ff jft 

Ft TO TOr totott tototo to tot if tot towt tof r fft 

TO Ft TOfTOF FTpRF if TOT TFRT | I 

2 9 - ifTTWFi Wit PTOTTT{ TOR FTW 

^TOT-trofPT if ^ Tfroffpf TOW TOf firWTTT TOWT I 
irfr jdfdPTO ^TOfPr if TirwTT to Ptotot to( ttw tot'4 

fjf Ft pit TOW TOJTrrTF TOpETTOTf % FTOETTFTO if fTOJT 
P^ FT ^f fFT FTfTFF 'TfTTOW if TOTTO FFTTO TO ^TpTTT 
FTOF F?f sjiTO ?ffT TTO?f twfF fror TO[ STTpTFf TT ^f4 
TOT^ftTF TfdpTTO F|f ^pff I Ff? TFt ^F>T ft Ft FTO^t 
TO^SFT 0 . 5 TfFTOT F STpSRT Fff fpft I ^F% WpdPTTO 

FFPr frorr tot tot 4 totfPt TOrroftr Tit TOtffTTrff % tot- 
ff ftro 1 

sniftf 

30 . wPff<?t 

fPtoW TOWT ffif fIt F TFTOTT, TTfETT, TOTf TOT 
fFFTW ^t FFt TO^TOffrft Pt TTOTF; Ff%F 4><*t I FFt 


qPkWf % frofror wfrr^rsr t?I TOwt ft| tf% Fftf 4t «rfr- 
tof ft 1 srpTrinF tt^fftf TOPronTt arrr TOjFtTF ftfr 
if T$ TOwf I TTpriRF FF TWfk FTT W TOriif 4t FwtF 
% feff FTT TO FF FT TOW IF Tp FTt^ % ¥F if ft F$ f> 
Tffr 4 TOTO FTOf FT pTTtffTF TTTT fFTtSTW FTF % f'TF 
3W«T ft# I 

31. Ff*TTtf 

MrorfFT 3TTT TO FF FFt TOFF % r J> FFFT — ?PF- 
fTF % Fp*4 F t'J Firiff | TOT'f FT FFF TOTTTT 41 'pi FpT 
Trot ftP-ft fVt tff¥ ftfF ir titotk if tto to{ft i 

3 2. (i) TT5TOHTTFI 

(f) ^F fTOFT % TOF FFFFJ TOltF Tfir FTF 

FT TF FFT FT fTOFpTpJF ?f%F PFFT FTWT, TOlfq; : — 

( i ) troffF FT FTF ( FFfp TOFtP^Pf FTF FT FTOF 
TOF) 

(ii) fFfrorfw fttott to tjff tor 

(iii) tr #TOTT TO FTF TOTO 

(iv) FTF if % staff Tft JTT FTOT 

(«■) ^ iTTOT FT, FTF % FTOT FT Fp?R *lft Ff 

TOFTOft % FfMtFF, PtofPtPtF pFftTfeFf ft FF*ft : — 

(i) pFfTOTfTO TO FTF *ftT FFT, 

(li) pTpFFt'T F'JFpTT TOFT f TOTp FTOt “pFpTFfF 
F^FfTO TOTO” FT “fFfFFtF F^fFT «o" 
TO “Pfo Fo” TOT FF FFT if aftf aRfit FF 
TOFt-T TO fFfFFt'F ?F frr if PfTTO FTO ft I 

(iii) pTf-iFfT Tt FTTt'J fTt fftof tP totPs I 

(iv) FTOffF % Y'ff TO F-TR TTOt ^ PTOT FTTOFF 
^FfTOrTpFFf, FtT 

(v) FPF FTf| -(pTTtTO FT fPtTFTTT FFl4 PfFTTO 
FTO ^t FT TFTt FfTpT FtT TFT7T FpTFF I 

( 2 ) TtW T FW TFt FT? if pTTOpTp?F FprfTOKT 
TOFFft ft TOFTfr, 5WTF : — 

(FT) WIT TOCF Fit TORT, 

(g ) FFTF FTP T fFF FijFF, 

(F) fTFtF % 5FF3F TO F^JpF, FpT 

(F) TOT PFFTF PFT #FFtF - Fit JF: STRtfaRT 
FTP % FTTOF, ^FFtF TO FFpF F^ % 
FfFT FT iTFT TOffTT | 

33. FTOTTFTF Fit F5 TT^-PfPffPf, TFTTF 5TTT 
pTFfTF fTOTT FrF F ^F, TO TOFTF TO fTTFf if T?Jp % pTF 
froft Ptft ir Pftoff it 'jf, FFt fffr - ff tf% toPff 
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qrart if fwmrt + 1 o° JrfenT Jr qm % drimn if fe 
nmq i 

34 , fenm fe feTfe — fe nrfej, falT% TT^fe 
^qfen ^ijt qq mfe nfe fen --i i urn, mrm rmsm fefe 
fe ntr fern qfesrq % 'mm 36 mn Jr fefe fef 
ferf i nmm fe nrTfe nrsTn nranr fefe ffe m* 
nffen qrfeT n qrnrn 3 e nrn n fefe n?ff feft 1 
fe^ mfrn fe nrfe tqfen-fe % fes if nn nrOn 
% nrr^ mn Jr fefe qfe feft fnfet t win fnffefm jra 
mfeffernnrnr 1 ” 

( ii ) mm 9 if, fen rwi fe fefe % fen, 

(t) fer 4 ( n ) n, "fqmf nrrfe if wmr fife mr 

nrfmn fe:’' afef % m it, "fqrnt nn~ 
fesr if ’ 3 m d4> mpTRV q>T% ST^T qrj ¥l*d 

\3 -a 

nfenTfel fer mfe ; 

(g) <?tt 4 (no) ^ wm qT, fnmfnffe 4 tt 
nfnrnTfqn fen nmin, mfe :- 

"(»o) froffnifenT qfem - to femr 
fe n i rfem ■qqfeTn % nfemn Jr mmm 
“w^T?rff” % fer nfafenn feffnrnnr 
qfewq m snjnran qfer 1 ” 

(n) <tTj 4 (m) fenm nr, ffemfirfnn qrr srfn- 
Tnrfqn fen mrqnr, nnfn : — 

“(n) srffe - nfe qq qwmr mrnrn fen- 
qfe % femcm if mmm nnrfnfnffe fferffe 
fe- 1 2 nfemr % amrnn Jr nm# gsm- 
qfrarferm qqj-fn Jr fen mrrr-iTT «rh n$ fen 
qr fJmft $f nffe Jr qm n^f fern 1 ” ; 

( iii) npr 1 2 Jr, (to ) if - 
(n) fem fe Jr ‘mr’ msn m fan nrim ; 

(w) fen mfe Jr wfe 2 Jr, - 

( 1 ) nf fe fern Jr Jr fnmfJrfan ™ rjm nq 
fen mfer, nnfa '■- 

"nnfe <r 1 nfnnn nfafer. ifem nr snn 
mrrffer qftTsm qnrfe fe titw nrmr 
wmfen ^>ft 1 ” 

( 2 ) fen qTT Jf, nm n fenfnffe rm sRTT«nffe 

fern ofi^d, nfen : — 

" Tfe 0.1 nfem nnrnn trffe in- smr 
n^fffeT qffTnn mfe fe nqnm nF 3 m 
mfem: fent 1 ” ; 


(n) 'fefemrffe w’ Jr fefer nn 5 Jr, - 

(1) fefe'Jrrif, " 2 rrnfe fe” nfe fer qfef 
% nnn nr, fenfnffer nn fer tot 
nfnwrffe fer fern:- 

“4 irq-o feo feo” 

( 2) fen 'Itt “feifn" nrn % wm nr, 
“qfefn” n*n srffenTffe fenr mrrqr ; 

(3) totJ 1 , fenfeffe 'tnr nm:?nTfeT ffe 

mrrn, nnfn :- 

“Hfe nqm *> fnn fe fnfnfn qT n*rn wnm fe 

fefn, — m fenff nfe ?n fe-gfe n nm aqfer % fen 
t^- ^tt, Tjfe-fem % ffe nnrr fe fefr ^fe fnfnfn % 
fen qr, ffe% ffe nmn n^fe % w nm ^ feferfnn 
ferqrT^ qnrfe^ffeJrfnqnnrn^Fnr 1 

nfn ^fe-fem ^r ffe jrnrrr fe ffenfn feff ^ nq 
^ qfnn fe nf ^ nt fed’ n®n fnlfe *1 1 h % nrn feyr 
mr^fe fer sfrr ?fn, mT/nTTm fe Jr^n tt ftrnT 
m^nr 1 

nfn fefr m rTqq^ PferfJr n 3 nt fnf?n tjn nr 
rrqr Jr wftm ^fe-fem % ffe nnn fe fferffef wmfes 
^f fe fet fern nrirnifnT fnfnfn qrr grq $q ttft t? fnffe, 
nmfJnfn, fnfnfn nmn fferffef Jiqmfe nmr 
fefe nfer, fe 9 *x m qfen nrn mm mn-mi 9 TT qT 
nrnnr ffenfe mfe 1” ; 

(xxxvii) mj^fe z n, - 

(1) m? 13 % mfe, rw 1 "fefen-fef 
qq fe” fenq; qr fe%, "(q?) fef m fe” Jr nrm 5>n 

nTfefer"(To) fefer fe fennr” Jrmnm 
nrfe nqnn (n) Jr (t» ) % rnm qr, 
fferfefi%q nqfe srffemfqn nr nfefe, 
fen ;- 

" ( 1 ) rrfJqffe fe few I 

( 2 ) c[o feo feo fe ffepm fer fef 1 

( 3 ) ferr^T mnjn i 

( 4 ) awn fenffet 1 

(5) ffejfe % nqfen % ffe feq nmr 1 

( 6 ) fefe ffen fen fer mm snrffen ^ 
^nrn Jr nm^ fenfn-sm mfefer 1 

(7) nr % ffe fen, nrfe fefe fer fefen 1 

( 8 ) nr^n nfen % fe fe 1 
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( 9 ) srk W'if mr mm 

( 10 ) TRmkm of, ofeR, TRmWm hth *fk 
HTTHft 'ETTdX I 

( 1 1 ) m ,j mi ?P?r, sh '?ttPp : t Wk rtr HRm i 

( 12) H%faRE OW I 

(13) fkdT >4N]fk ikFHT HdlsH Ok sfk Hk 
HTEkRTR ET HTR HT 100 forft HkT ^ 
SRfam % EHT H i) I 

(14) fORR *Em? HR 14 0 k fefORt 

( 15) WT'TW^sfrUfll^^Tfffrf R Tt '-fl *T oft fefoRT- 
250 faHT HR l” ; 

(ii) *R 1 8 Hk RFFf tfdfad JTkfkHf % TRET, 
faFTfaftR HH Hk Hfafomt RT#T HTRff, 
Hok : — 


"HWfa sr®*ff mr hH i 3z mr fkdK Eftr or 

19 . rjrI 3TTT1 ork Hfir tr wfafRR % mm 4 

% fsR OHR f%rr 3TR flk -jttT wfk HER RT 

|HT fadET, Wfd Ok fRRf % RRR l” ; 
mod fmrfkft fafofiRt i 

(xxxviii) H-jgktd H, “(2) TO Hk rtw: 
k miw+Hpf ” 'fxr % oT%, — 

(i) RT 'fTT (m), (*r), (*r), (d) tf, "300 
h 4 ok" 4pfff mk mkf % T*TR *TT, "30 
hH *T1 <i <* ’ Hm mk «l°<* MftltOlPld foR 
HER ■ 

(ii) R? <?TT (do) tf, "200 Rf mV’ Hoff STk 

uRil % utr q% "20 *nf ifTar" Hm srk 
•)!*<; JffdWrfRT fHR HER ; 

(iii) kV (d) "300 oRlV’ Rmf HK 

HRf % ?«TR IT, "30 *pfkV’ HE Rk 

HR STfdTHTpET fair HER ; 

(iV) Rr V (tf ) j?‘, "2 50 W" tfmf mk 
HrI % RET It, "25 HT Hk 

HR tfdWrf'Td fdR HER ; 

(V) Rr-qtr (h) sfr x (ft ) o 1 ', "200 *rfq5ts'' 
sm rfix Tt, "20 

<f«fr fftx PTR srfoTRf'R fVcr ^Rt^T ; 

(Vi) RTqRT (sr) H 1 ' "300 rpY HYr 

5I^T % FTTH «TT, "30 SEfjftsr" ft* Wk 

im jrfTTwrfRT ftR rrh ; 


(Vii) RT HTT (?) if, "600 4^V’ ^'f wk 

wsfr % ?*tr tt, “ 6 0 hh tR wk: 

5U5 nkwifld fqR ^TRT ; 

(XXXiX) 5RRT1 5 % PER Id, fo ^ fa Pjd 

HfdTHTftR RTRft — 

V 

[fdHE 64 ( l) ^fa<r] 

fvifr nr^fr wwth v fwq 

«I5d»T mxw,x ffr 

I. si^tt : Rpffflr % arnsrsn: vx “wM” 

Pt<tt ^Rt 1 

II. HftEX : TTRfl % qkOT fdfr STHR ir 

RR HT% TRTf ?T f*fT(T 
RR^' I r lk0T ?RSl HTf HOT 1 ' 
HR'T, 3['R HPr, THkT O' 
SrOTH^HcT Hk HHrfdd T'H HTtT^ 
tfk T?rr h mo, faRR: orm 
TTRi hr srk okR “-Dfci 
Et HTH HRT 5fk 

fHH, % fdO OOTi! ORlk 
nkrf ohIr ?Pfr i mWei' 
foRnR fooR % ^qr sr^R 
|%tt j)|t) hi% mT 

^rSr mTH tr hr he mroftTR 
r ^nf ifian: Hk 
irfokur mriffoR T fkr 
EfdfER 2 HO 1 jfkT ?r OR O^lf 
?>n qfkkf mt 3inrf or tT or 
2. 5 *fkr ^V»ft 1 

qrrkkt mr ok fHmor kr irkfEH 
^Tr I HtRd 'iROi: 'JHH nr 
JltkJ’R HT Tko |WT crrffl 
sTH'k fHoRT, kmrai rftx HR 
#H Hd? mr ^Tl, HUG Hk 
kkf tf?d d'k Hr om i 

RikHT kR xms f%R T hh 3t 
5fd R oft HOkr 3JRTHT rft 
hrR I 

mksr-fHrTRT Ror oft hhot % 
sr^m mt kmH % Rr mk km 
Hot hr trr Iort hrot i 

III. mkHTwktfTfa*: qkfHr mmfku: mk xrtfm do 

sort m HTfTT ?R fdom 

fnq h wrmfHd prT<T»r 
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ft araaa aft y araareaPtff 
% aa^R ftlft I 

aftaftr, wiiH aft aftaassa aaft 
*|ftft % farr -^njpETcr are* 
ft afta iJJr f^FTcr Tf^rr Jr aft 
aiaa ftr aaftr a^a^ar % 
afta aa% qFT aft reftf ftT 
aarfa^aft % ^rq - aftfta i 
aHaffsa a?aft % f%TT SPJW 
aara, ftta at fftafaaf afta 
are rew s'pjw arera 
ft fiftr afta tja ftr area arft 
Jr aftaft ^ wjftT Jr are fft^ 
reft fttre g'fft i 
srftre are aa ftareftftf Jr 

f?tr |[T aftrsreref % reftt ^T%r 

aafrer araia ft. -^rear Jr 
af snft fttre ftaar rer (fra i 
'fipJJfr Jf ftftT lEThTET-fTcRor'^ 
aft rerere aft ret”fT 
frerre 3-afr fjrare aftaftar aeftr 
aa?r re i F%ri ^ aifa ret 

srtft rere afta aftrer reaat 
# ?TE^rfcT fftre i 
arraftt ft faa ft rereaaR'a ft 
fftq ar% afta reftt reftft 
arerrat aft rearer aft renat 
ftfta rer aa are f^fa aa 
arre asraft ft “frer” wre 
pprerre fftfftjrr fftre rer$re i 

ftftr arrfftre aftff ft are! aa 
ftar fftfta ftrer rear ftrar re 
a ft "aafftftre farer reft 
rere” arscft ft fftfrea 
Farar arftaT i 

arraaft ft are Jr rer Fwfftrffta ftrftreft air ^reftf 
aft rearer ftt rereft re arfarefaa; faftfaat afta 
aaft ft an: araft ft fre* aTreraar f :— 

ftTfft* 

%wr, aftaa-fftarar, pafkfr 30 fftftftarft 1 
^re, aw^a rerre 3 fareftftra, grefftre 1 rea 1 
fttaaa, ftfa^aa, aaftft aranr 1 
ataa ^r, faar fftrea aftr aftftf ream 1 
reft afttft ream afta ftm 1 


reft, r>aafan 1 
arrea are; ftftft faft 1 
fa>?mwr 1 
afta, afta 1 

fa^aa-aa, aftar an ara 1 

araar Faara aaararr 1 0 Faaft, 25 fftaT, 100 FaftV 

ftr^ 500 faftT 1 

ar:a afta; jjaaft, afta 1 

a^a aft7 ^aar, aFiar aftaft Fa|t 1 

aaaa aeaa ft ft fa? ar aa^fa ftrFaftf aF?a 1 

aa^a fa=af, aftaft fafr i 

fftfta, Faara aft, 2 Faar, 5 faaft afta 1 0 faaft 

aaa, a!>-a (fer?) aftar, aaa aaa 1 

aaa aft a<n afta fta 1 

ftar 1 

aftaar, aaa ar aaftan? 1 
aftaar; aftaaa afra 1 
faafc-ftrT 1 

Faara Faaftaa m 1 

aarftftaa, o° JT2 00° Jaaftfta 1 

Faara araft 1 

ara-faara 1 

aaf^a 1 

aaaraaa aw afr afa ft'r aarf afta fta aftaa ftara 
anar $ft 1 

ana, ftft?^T, 1 farm Jr 100 ara 1 
ara ftr arftft 1 

* aft^fr aarft arar fta aiaa^a 1 

* afrfr aarft ftft aaTa 1 

* aftafT ft Faft aw 1 

* afaw afar 1 

•* 

araftra aaaftrn (aftra ftaaaft) 

ftaraa ftrgaaft are ?Fnai (aafta areaa) 

aftafa-sna afta aaraa araftr afafaaa, 1940 

aftaFaa^a afta aarfta araaft Faaa, 1945 

arraftft aFafaaa, 1948 

aFa^aara aftaFa-ftsa afftfaaa, 1930 

IV araTaa aaa^a — arra-ft, TFaal'nra aaftfaa? ft 
faaara tafftrar aftftaa ft 
aata wrf ar^aft faararr ara 
afaaaft Jf afa^aa aa Jf 
aftaFara fftaT arqar 1 

ftrJffaa? raTar are afta afta 
aftaaaia a^ftrr 1 
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Trfrt % qrfTTT tIt fTrfPr strr 
?T7T if R7 TtT TTtTT RTt 
TTTtT if 7R TIT jffrt | 

Art tti’Yt 7 ft 7 : t Parr ttt 
M r %■ trtr t r TofT "i 
fTT-ARTRt ir Pratt tti trtt 

ITT T77T 3'TtT 7>T^ % 7TTI7 

trt tat m fair TTCTAr tPr 

TTTTRt 77 ART 7FTT fen 
'’1 1^*1 1 I fTT-TTTTRf Tff TTpTTi 
TTTTrpTcT'J'f stPfT # °TpFT- 
T7 TTpTCTT Jf R#t 'SfTTTcfj' | 


TftTTTRT 77 77FT ART ATT AT 
cr 777T frfST % TTTTft % 
TTTT ATT TTPf 7TpT | 


fsTTI :■ — 

7pT T7TTTT TlfcTTRl # Tf TTT | % TTTfTpT- 
TRt TRT fTTfTT, pTpTT TT 77R PfR T7 ^Wr^Tt 
TI TffT TT RTT7 T Rift |CT pRTT fTpTR TH# # 
T, VpTfTTT T TTRTTT 777771 TT frpTT 7RTT TI 
TfclfTTT TT^TT crf^TTfTR 7RTT 7777771 | eft RRITT 
TTOTp UTT fTTTTTTR PrifTT TT RTEfTT I TT TRR 
T 7T77TT7 TnfsTTTft TT PtPR 77 TTpTT TTTT I 


TTTTTt 

va c» 

TWT-SoT Tt T STTTTT TTTTft fTTT, 1 945 if TR 77777 7R7 % pTT TTlfsiT 
TTTTT 77 fTftrfRTI 


TT 

T° 

fTTTf TT Tf^T TT>cTT % Ptit TpRfTTT To ?fft 

ttt t * ttPtt sftrfsr- ti tPt 

sSTTVt 

TTTT-T 

TTTTft fTTT, 

1945 Tt 

7771 

TRT % TJTTT Tt TIT 
To, TlftTf iffr q-R: 

c 

fTTT Tfsig/TTI STTApflT 
Tf Tf 

75 trPt 

frTRT 
TTT7 7ft 
TfTTt TTTT 
TT TToRST 
TRlf Tf 

FT STfTTTT TT, f7T77 
TITTlfTT TTT- 

SIT T TTrfTT fTTT 
TRTTST TT, TTTTf 

t/t ttttt 7 ft ttP-t 

% frtT fTTT TpeTT 

TRtrr 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1 . tWIt-sTR ?fk Pm 2 - 

1 — 57/68— Tto, 

TTT II-WT 3 (ii) 77 o 

2-2-1970 15 TTT, 1970 


TTTTT TTTTft Tf? (To 

Tfo i9-i_7o 

TTo 345 TTo 31-1-70 




( 77777 ) fTTT, To) 


TS5 610-611 




1970 





2. 

-77tTT- TTT fTTT 

1-23/70-Tto 

TIT II-TfT 3 (ii) TTo 

13-4-70 

20 TT 1970 


3— T 

TTo 30-3-70 

TTo 13 36, TTo 



I 



1 1—4—70 T^T 1849 

c 



3. 

-TTtTT- TTT fTTT 

1-127/69- ffo, 

TTT II-#T 3 (ii) TTo 

4-5-70 

1 6 TTlf , 1970 


32— T 

TTo 18-4-70 

TT° 1555 Tfo 2-5-70 





7^5 2088 



4. 

-TTTTT- fTTT 45 

1-127/69-Tto, 

—77777 

-TTtfT- 

-77777- 



Tfo 18-4-70 




5. TtW-RT 7R TTT- Pm 49- 

1— 1 00/ 68— Tfo 

TTTlI-?i? 3 (ii) TTo 

9-6-69 

31 7TTET, 1969 


TT TTTTft (TTT- W fTTT 

TTo 26-5-69 

TTo 2181, TTo 




SR) fTTT, 196 9 TTTTFT 


7-6-69 7ET 2273- 

<i 






2274 



6. 

— 77T77— fTTT 50 

1-5 3/68-Tfo, 

TFT II— TTT 3 ( ii ) TTo 

21-4-69 

25 TT, 1969 



TTo io-4-69 

TTo 1458 , TTo 






1 9-4-69 7*3 1368 
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WTlI-^ 3(ii) 16-6-69 31 WT, 1969 

Wo Wo 2257 Wo 
1 4-6-69TO 2408 


/ * 

-wftwr- 

fww 59 

1-46 / 68-fto, 



( 3 ) 3T 

fww 3 W 

Wo 3-6-1969 



W/cpi 


s 

-W41WT- 

faWT 6 3- 

fww w 

M TWW 

-wfm- 

9. 

— WTTTT — 

Pi 08 65— 

1 - 4 / 68 -Tto 


W o 13-3-69 


( 3 ) 


10. -wflwr- fwww 6 5— 

1—20/67-^0, 

WTT Wlfw 

Wo 3-12-69 

W1 (ll-Tl) 


11. WWfy-TW sftr faWT 6 5- 

1-23/68-^to, 

srwwr wwfr wrfwm 

Wo 29-11-68 

(wWWr) fww, ( 1 2 ) 


1 968 


12. WWftl-TW wk WITfWW 

1-1 5/68-¥to, 

3WWT WWft 6 5—W' 

Wo 21-5-69 

(t Iwi) 


fwnr, 1969 


13- 53WfW?WWU‘ fww 6 6- 

1-6/67-^to, 

WTTtJT wwfl, WlfWW ( 1 ) 

Wo 1-6-68 

(wfnsw) fww, wwwpr 


1 968 


14 . ;nW«-XW wk fWW 67- 

1—46 / 6 8— ^to 

SWWT wwft Tl-wrfww 

Wo 3-6-69 

(wfm)fwPT, ( 2 )w 


1969 TOfP 


15 . -WtWT- fwnr 67- 

— W-Pl 4d — 

4o-pOT 



-T*ftWT- -TWIT -WlWT- 


VTFlII-^ 3(ii) *PTWo 24-3-69 30 Wr, 1969 

1 1 13 Wo 22-3-69 
^ 1 098-1099 

Wl ll-WS 3(ii) W - 22-12-68 20W(Wfr, 1970 
Wo 4962 W° 20-12- 
69^ 5375 

STFT 3(ii)WoW° 16-12-68 1 5 wi’, 1969 

4414 Wo 14-12-68 

TO 5619 

<1 

W’tIT-TT 3 (ii ) Wo Wo 2-6-69 31 WTW, 1969 

2210 , Wo 31-5-69 
TO 2239 

c 

VTFrII“#H 3(ii) wo 17-6-68 1 facTWT, 1 9 6 8 

Wo 2 0 94 Wo 
1 5-6-68 
TO 2960 

c 

W 7 ! II— ’j? 3 ( ii ) Wo 16-6-69 31 WTW, 1969 

Wo 2257 Wo 14-6- 
69^ 2408 

-WTtW- -TWWT- -qww- r 




W H 7 "JTi 


1 6 . 

-WWW- 

wrrfww 

l-15/68-^To 



6 7 — Q’rZi 

Wo 21-5-69 

17 

wVrfiJ-JW wtr 

fwnr 6 7- 

1-6/67-fTo, 


wttwt TiJwfr 

of— wrfww 

Wo 1-6-68 


(TTWfWl) fwW, 

( 1 ) w 



1968 



18. 


fWHT 0 9- 

1 — 1 2 / 67 — lit 0 , 


swwt wwfr 

WrfcfWT 

Wo* 18-3-69 


(wjfm)fww, 

( 2 ) 



1969 




'iTFTlI-^ry 3(ii) Wo 2-6-69 -^TWtWT— 
Wo 2110 Wo 3 1-5- 
69'J C 3 2239 

W'lII-’TT 3(ii) Wo 17-6-68 1 fwiWT, 1968 

Wo 2094 Wo 
15-6-68 TO 2960 

c 

WWlI 3(ii) W 0 W 0 24-3-69 30^,1969 

1 1 12, Wo 22-3-69 
TO 1097-1 098 

<a 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 

1 9. -WFRT- 

fW 69— 

1—4 5/ 68— 

■trurll^ 3 (ii) qrroiqTo ie-6- 

69 3imrmr, 1969 


mrfmm 

m° 3-6-6 9 

2257, m° 14-6-69 



(3) 


'It® 2408 


20. 

fWT 69- 

(l) m 

-mft'Ri- 

— zr^fw^r— -wmm- 


21 . sftafa-sf®r tflrc 

fmPT 71- 

l-127/69-^to 

wrll- 1 ^ 3(ii) mo 4-5-70 

16^m?, 1970 

mrmmmff 

Jfr-’sr? 

FfTo 1 8-4-70 

mo 1 55 5 mo 2-5- 


(mTtmr) fwr, 

(3) 


7 0 r -f c $ ‘2088 

c 


1970 





22 sffa 

fWT 72- 

1-45/68-Tto, 

'•) rIt- 1 j?3(ii) r Mo ; qTo 16-6-69 

31 WT, 1969 

tfmSFTmwl - 


?TTo 3-6-69 

2257, mo 14-6-69 


(mflmr)fmm, 

47T q TTfjJp 


240 8 


1969 





23. -WT3RT- 

fwr 737575 - -wm- 

m»TlI-i3T3(ii)^romc -jtwi 

-wUt- 


Stflwr 


2 2 5 7 OT 0 1 4-6-69 



qTTMTm^ 


'fS 2409 


. 24. 

fmUT 7 5- 
(496 W 

— mffacl— 



25. — spifrw— 

fmUT 75^- 
mrfmur(i) 

r +>i m '.'■ q/T 

-mftmT- 


-nmm- 

2 6- -mftmr- 

fmm 77 - 
fmmmi 

-Ti'qTpr- 

-7T4ti?r- — 7T«frfer 

— T'TlTT— 

27. -m4m- 

faml 83 
m^-fmTO 

-qxflTfFT- 

-mrrmr- -T«ftTT- 

— -q-eftmT— 

28. qWtr-sw sfk 

mrrfmrtr 

1-15/63-fto, 

m»r II-ij? 3 ( ii ) m° mo 1 - 11-68 

3 l mreff, 1969 

HflTtPT HTOfr 

84-T 

mo 25-10-68 

3867, ?TTo 2-1 1-68 


(mrftmr) ftram, 



^ 4894-4895 


1968 





29. !5fhftr-57nr 5flT 

mJTfmm 

1— 1 5/ 6S— ■sto. 

htt II-7iif3(ii) momo 2 - 6-19 

31 5T<T-m. 1969 

srmmr ’Errmft 

84— ifiti 

cTT° 21-5-1969 

2110mo 31-5-69 


(wm) fmPT, 



qcs 2239-2240. 


1969 





30 . 

fW 85- 

1-4 6/68-fto, 

m^II #? 3 ( ii) mo-mo 16-9-69 

31 mrm, ion 

srmsrc ^rrFRft- 

W-mrfmm' 

Tflo 3-6-69 

2257 mo 14-6-69 


(wm) Iwr, 

(3) 


'{TS 2409 


1969 
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4 

5 
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7 

31. 

TTtT 

fEW 8 5- 

140/68-fE 1 

eteINe.t (ij) rtwto 

16- 9-6 9 

3 1 TUF T 19 6 9 


STREW RrWl 

R-faW RT TTU 3-6-6 9 

2257 ETo 14-6-6 9 



(wret) ftw 



E<R 2 4 09 




1 969 






32. 

WlTcT 

WT fEW 

1-1 5/ 6 8-Efo, 

ETE II-W 3(ii)RroTTTo 

2-6-69 

wm 



857nr 

ETo 21-5-69 

2110, TTo 31-5-69 







W5 2 240 

d 



33. 

RkfWESE sfk 

fEW 9 6- 

1-6-165-^0, 

ETE II-W3(ii) TToTTTo 

4-3-68 

lOEf, 1968 


SETTW ETOTt 

WU3T- 

ETo 19-2-68 

772ETo 2-3-68 




(tweet) faw, 

fEW ( 1-R 

) 

W5 1231-1232 




1968 






34. 

SfrqfWW sfc 

fEW 10 6- 

1-12 7/79-ffo, 

ETE II-W 3(ii)TTo!qTo 

4-5-70 

1 6 Wf. 1 97 0 


51 WET Tim)' 

t— "etIew 

ET° 18-4-70 

1 555 ETo 2-5-70 




(tw'Ni )faw, 

(?j) 


TCS 2089 




1970 

(ii) Wtr 
twsEwe 





35. 

iiVrfw;»T *flT 

fEW 13 8- 

l-46/88-#r°, 4FrIIlf 3(ii)^roTTro 16-6-69 3 1 WET, 1969 


spew mwl 

wfEwf 2 ) 

ETo 3-6-69 

2257ETo 14-6-69 




(Tiwilw) Piw, 



fi5 2409-2410 




1969 

fro ( 2 ) 
RTTTEJE 





3 6. 

WERT 

fEW 140- fEW WERT 

eteII-tw 3(ii)5RTomo 

WERT 

W>T d 



«PT M <Rpb 


2257 ETo 14-6-69 







W5 2410 

<1 



37. 

WERT 

eut fEW 

l-15/6R-ff°, 

TETlI-g? 3(ii)Tno?rro 

2-6-69 

eerri 



1 42— R 

ETo 21-5-69 

21 lOETo 31-5-69 







TO 2240 

c 



38. 

T|*fERT 

EETfEW 

1—44/68— ito, 

EEElI-W 3(ii)RTo5TTo 

12-5-69 

2 5 jJE, 1969 



1 45— 

ETo 23-4-69 

1 761 ET° 10-5-69 







'fE 1662 



39. 

WITT; 

EETfEW 

were 

EEtEE 

WERT 

WTTE 



1 45— Rf 





40. 

-WERT 


WfRT 

EEtH-TEE 3 ( ii ) RT 0 TfT 0 

WERT 

EWE 



JEW 16 


1761 ETo 10-5-69 





Sffc 17 


^ 1662-1663 



41. 

RWfa-WT Sift 


l- 9 / 70 -fTo, 

ETE II- iTK 3 (ii ) RToTE 0 

4-5-70 

1 5 EE# 1970 


wtw TTfnff 

SEW 21 

ETo 17-4-7 0 

15546To 2-5-70 




(TTWtw) faw, 



<fC5 2088 




1970 






42. 

?ftTRT-^T ?fk 

WW"i-E, 

l-3/68-ffo, 

EIE'II-W 3(ii)RToTTTo 

13-1-69 

15 ERE, 19 69 


ttttw ETEifr 

THE 1 

ETo 30-12-68 

127 ET° 1 1-1-69 




(twEet) fwE, »srs (*s) 


TO 181-187 




1968 
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4 3. rWn-jNR nV 1-1 o/69-fr<> NTT II-N?3(ii) TloFTo 9-6-69 31 5PFT, 19 69 

STREET PETiTt RET 9 RTo 2 6—5—69 2180 ET° 7-6-69 

(rttEET) f-EET, T'P 2272-2273 

1 969 

44. rk tej^nt-n fneet w>ft fnHt rfEfct 

5ETTSET REElt RET 1 2 

(entr-t) Fete, 

1969 

45. -n *fm- 1-1 27/69-fi° ret II-rte 3(ii)FE° eto 4 - 5-70 i 6 ijNTf , 1 9 7 0 

ETo 18-4-70 1555, ETo 2-5-70 

TC5 20 8 9 

16. ETeFJ ER SEJ^-E WEFT EEETE we erne 

5TETEE EETlft ,Et Ef w: 

(entre) Fete, 19 

1970 

47. EWr-s^T sfrr ‘1-2/68-ffo, RET II-ETE 3(ii)EToETo 23-6-69 1 5 fEE* IT, 1909 

tEERE ETElft ETo 11-6-69 2360 ETo 2 1-6-69 

( EERIE) FEET, <pl 24 7 8. 

1 969 

48. WEFT iETij^fr-'i 1-17/68-^0, RET II-NE 3(ii)EEoRTo 3 o-6-69 1 0 FeECRE 1969 

ETo 16-6-69 2481 ETo 28-6-69 

EE5 2612-2614 

EFftfr Ti siefet %ee ee% stp Ti eteet aft eetFetFe etFeet et eFeee eeett ETfTE £ 1 ) *’ 

ffWo 11014 / 12 / 72 -ft] 

(tEw 

EEC EFEE, 


ministry of external affairs 

New Delhi, the 30 th May 1972 

S.O. 2140. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Rule 6(IA) of the Haj Committee Rules, 1963 (as 
amended), the Govt, of India hereby declare vacant 
the seat of Shri Hayatullah Ansaii, Member of the 
Haj Committee, Bombay as established by the Govt, 
of India under their Notification No, M. 11-1181 (4)/67, 
dated the 28t.h October, 1967, as he has ceased to be 
a member of Ihe Rajya Sabha. 

[No. M, 11-1181 (41/67.] 

M. H, ANSARI, Dy. Sccy. 

(Haj and Wana). 

RffTcNi, 30 R#, 19 72 

Elf 2140 TEE EfEFE FFE, 1 963 (EET 
eWee) % FCRP 6 (RTf n)# 5TEE RlwT JPT RFE 
Ri'+K RTT3PT TEE eFtFe E^Ef % RFE Nt SEEpETE 
RETirf EE PETE fTEE El rfTcf TTEt £ dTffT E SET FTT ERT 


T EFE Epff £, RFE fWR ^ RfsT^NNl EW itr— E t— 
1181 ( 4) / 6 7, feETE 28 RE^ET, 1 9 6 7 % ERIE EEElV 
fEEfEE FEINT Fit FT 1 

[W TR-II- 1 1 8 1 (4)67] 

iTq-o rrrro ERETH, EE EFEE 
( EE E*TT ETEr) 


•MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1972, 

S.O. 2141.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 36 of the Indian Electricity 
Act, 1910 (9 of 1910), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment to the Noti- 
fication of the Government of India (Ministry of Rail- 
ways) No. 67/Elcc/112/l dated 18th July, 1967 as 
amended subsequently vide their Notification dated 
24 / 31 August, 1967. 
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(5) items (17) to (19) shall be re-numbered as 
items (16) to (18) respectively. 

(No. F. 17/128/67-B&B.] 

S. L. CHATTERJI,, Under Secy. 


Add the following against jurisdiction of Chief 
'lectrical Engineer, Northern Railway, under Item 3: 

“Government of India — Ministry of Railways, 
Research Design and Standards Organisation, 
Lucknow.” 

[No. 67/Elec/112/l.] 
K. R. RAMACHANDRAN, {or Secy. 

fit fkeff, 3 HR, 1972 

RRo ![Io 2141- — HFfitR wfafRRR', 1910 

( 1910 m 9) arm 36 bwri ( i) jnr tor 

wfRRRT TO TO>T TOR §n TOjfTR TOFF, Rd^Pir, RFR 
RTOTO (RcT TOTTHH) # 24/31-8-67 HftT^HRT 
5 FI RRr-TOftffTR HRdR 1 8-7-67 HftPJHRT H° 67/ 
£#H/ 112/1 R HlR Rk ffiFTfRlFR RW-TR TO^R t I 

TO 3 % TOTW, ( R0R RtHcR ^HtlRTO, t r| 1 RcfR TO 
HfTOTOTO'H' — % RTRR fTOfiMTOI TO WlfieR : 

"RFR RTOTO TO RHTHR, sr^HSTTH, RfHTOT 
REPF HTOR, HHTO l” 

[do 67/TOH/ U2/l] 
TO HF° TOUTOR, fit HfRR I 


MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER 

New Delhi, the 18 th May 1972 

S.O. 2142. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
lause (a), of sub-section (2) of section 80 of the 
hmjab Re-organisation Act, 1966 (31 of 1966), the 
lentral Government, in consultation with the sucoesser 
Rates and the State of Rajasthan, hereby appoints 
he Chairman, Himachal Pradesh State Electricity 
loard and the Member (Technical), Himachal Pradesh 
tate Electricity Board as members of the Bcas Cons- 
ruclion Board constituted by the Notiilcation of the 
lovernment of India in the Ministry of Irrigation & 
ower, No. S.O. 3507, dated the 1st October, 1967 and 
irects that the following further amendments shall 
e made in the said notification, namely;. — 

In the said notification;— 

(1) in item (3), for the words "and the Union 
territory of Himachal Pradesh”, the words 
“and Himachal Pradesh” shall be substituted; 

(2) for item (13) and the entry relating thereto, 
the following item and the entry shall be 
substituted, namely: 

“(13) The Chairman, State Electricity Boards of 
Punjab, Haryana, Rajasthan and Himachal 
Pradesh.”; 

(3) item No. 14 and the entry relating thereto 
shall be omitted; 

(4) items (15) and (16) shall be re-numbered as 
items (14) and (15) respectively, and for 
item (15) as so re-numbered and the entry 
relating thereto, the following item and the 
entry shall be substituted, namely; — 

“(15) Members (Technical), State Electricity 
Boards of Punjab, Haryana, Rajasthan and 
Himachal Pradesh.”;. 


faHT i <5ftT fRHR HHTHR 

Rf fovft, 18 Rf, 19 72 

TOo RTo 2142. — RHTR JRRSR RfaftWR, 1966 
( 1966 TO 3 l) TO RTF 80 TO TOHTF ( 2 ) % SfTO (v) 

ITT! TOR 9lf RPR TO JpfTR TOR gTT-, TOTOr HTTOT, RR^RFT . 
RHFfTO TlTOf FFHIR FTO R RTTRlff TO%, RKRRl , 
ffRTRH UTO FTO f%HR HIT rTO TOTH ( FRTvf ) , 

f^RTTOT TOW RW fRWR Rri, TO HFH TOTOT kTO? 

TOt fTOd RHTWH TO HfR^/HRT Ro TO° HT° 350 7, 

wroter i rr.jto;, 1967 ift TORr fTOrrw wfrrRfw 
% TOFT fFJTO TOWR I *rk Mr ^ 1% BHR HftpjHRT 
R fdTOfRkfR Rk RTOuR fTO( HTHR, : — 

a 

3H HfR^HRT R — 

1. HR ( 3) R ‘‘Hk ffRlRH- srkl TO HR TRR 

TO*” % FTTH TO "TOR ffJHTHW rRm” 
RMRrfRcr firrr htRr ; 

2. TO ( 13) Rk RTRS RfRfe ^ PRTR RL 

to *rk srfRfe rMriPrt ^ 

^Tipfr, : — 

‘(13) TOfTR, ^fTOTRT, 7FHRR Rk f^RTTOT 
5T^T?T % TFfR rW ip spSRtfT 

3. TO W 1 4 RtC RRlI RTO¥ HrfRrpT ^RI RR 

I 

4. RR ( 1 5) iflT ( 1 6) RTOL TO( 14) *fk 

(15) % RR JR: RSRtfw f%RT RRtRI 

srk w srroi: gR-' RwiMr to ( 1 5 ) sfk 
SrfRfe % SRTR TO fdHfiifM 
TO- Rk KWd % RRTR TO ffiMfifroi RR 
RfRfca; RfkRTpTR 4?[ RTWft, R# : 

( 15 ) RWlR, ffTOTRT, TTRPTFT sfk ffRPTOT 
ttkl % UTO Rkf % RRPR ) I’j 

5. TO ( 17) t ( 19) cTTO TOt TOTH: RR ( 16) ^ 

( 18) % ^ R JR: RiRtfroi f%RT RR[RT I 

[fo Too 17/ 128/67-Rto ORTt»] 
tTg-o rr^fo RTORpRl I 
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MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P, & T, Board) 

New Delhi, the 20 th April 1972 

S.O, 2143.— In exercise of the powers conferred toy 
sectio7i 10 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1898 (6 of 
1898), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Indian Post 
Office Pules, 1933, namely: — 

1, (1) These rules may be called the Indian Post 
Office (Eighth Amendment) Rules, 1972, 

(2) They shall come iu + o force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In rule 152-A of the Indian Post Office Rules, 
1933, for the figures and word “13 Paise”, the figures 
and word “20 Paise” shall be substituted. 

[No. 42/15/68-CF.] 
K. R. MURTHY, Director (M 

Rrtt rrtrr 
(tto-rtt sfti) 

fi-f f^ft, 20 rRr, 1972 

Tito Rio 2143. — RKdlR SpfTRT RfRffiRR, 1898 
( 1 898 4T 6) rR RUT 1 0 §fRT STRU srfRtTR'f RT RRtR 
RTtR ^it, %^Rr RURTT, VrCdfa 3TW ffiRR, 19 33 R 
Rk VTR RRTRR TTR % fRv ffiTRfRfafi' ffiRR- 

RRTlft % RrR[, — 

1 - (l) I[R f-TRR TT R 7 R RTTRk TTTRT (RT 3 RT 
RRtHR) ffiRR, 1972 ftRT I 

( 2) R TDFTR- R $>R # Trfte % RRvf 

Rffjf I 

2. rtcrRr Yr^n: fcRR, 1933 % f*m 152^ R 
"l 3 RR" R5R Rk R<pf % ?RIR TT "20 l tR" WST Rk 
RP RfRunfRcr fkr sttRr i 

[Ro 42/ 1 S/68— R^ 0 
%o ItRTo fRkpF (Spp) I 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi the 10th April, 1972 

S.O. 2144. — Whereas the Central Government is 
satisfied that it is necessary so to do in the public 
interest; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the potvers conferred 
by sub-section (8) of section 8 of the Central Sales 
Tax Act, J950 (74 of 1956), the Central Government 
hereby directs that no tax under the said Act shall, 
with effect from the date of publication of this Noti- 
fication in the Official Gazette, be payable by any 
dealer having his place of business in the Union 
territory of Delhi, in respect of any sale made by him 
from such place of business of any goods to the United 
Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), in the course 


of inter-State trade or commerce, subject to the con 
dition that the United Nations Children’s Fun 
(UNICEF) furnishes a certificate in the Form append 
ed hereto that the said goods have been purchased b 
it. 

Form of Certificate 

Certified that the goods specified in the Voucher (s 
Bill f s) No. /Cash Memo(s) mentioned below wer 
purchased by the United Nations Children’s Fun 
(UNICEF). 


SI. Registration No. Voucher/ Date Amoun 

No. of the dealer. Bill No,/ 

Cash Memo. 


[No. F. 13/6/71-Delhi. 
R. C. JAIN, Dy. Sec; 

ijjf RrTHr 

RsjfReRt IORRt, 1972 

TTo RTo 2 ; 4 4- — RR: kstR RChK RR RRIRTR 
RRT & f% RkrffcT R mqn- trrurr ’9FRKI+ t ; 

RR:, RR, ksfk fkfiR RTT RfRffiRR, 19 56 ( 195 6 
RT 74) 4?T OTTT 8 qit RWU ( 5) gTR KRR RfRRRf RR 
RtflR RtR k£k fGfiiK, RfiTJTTT ffi%R Rtft % fo 
RTR RftlfRRR % RtftR 4R^ Rf RT, W RfspJRRT % TRTR 
R SRRKIR rR RRtW R, fkft SETIRfO STU, fRR% RRRSrn: 
Rl W fkRV Rr utr&=t R t, RR% STO RR RRGTP: 
% PTR R RWPRT fRPJR RR (ijffiRw) RR RUkpb - 

°RTTT! RT RlfRTR % RiTUT R, fRRl RTcf % fRTR RR 
fkft fRRR % Rk R w rR % Refk wf |TT RRr R$ 
§>tt k Rrrt fRvjR w (^fRR^) ^rR rriru 

R R? RRIRTR RRr fl ffiT RRR RTR RR% RRT RlflR 
fRRT RRT ^ I 

RRIRTRR «RT RTtfR 

Rf RRTfRR f^RT RTRT % f% RT3RT {RraRTf)/ 

fRR (fRRf) Tt Rrrt/%r RRr R fRCTFvrPFR 

RfRR RTR XJRT 5 ER kpR Pawj'i (RfRRtp) 

RRT RT I 

RR sRTRtR # RTTRT fcr Ro/rtRrt TRR 

Ro TfRpjtRVT Ro j^t a| Rul 


[Ro Rfio 1 3 1 6/ 7 2-feffT 
RTTo Rto ^"•T, RR RfRR I 
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New Delhi, the 17 th May 1972 

S.O. 2145. — Whereas information as respects a Unit 
of the Indian Space Research Oraanisation. more fully 
described in the Schedule hereto annexed, (hereafter 
referred to as the said place; would be useful to an 
enemy; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (e) of sub-section (8) of sec Lion 2 of the 
Official Secrets Act, 1923 (19 of 1923), the Central 
Government hereby declares the said place as a pro- 
hibited place for the purposes of the said Act. 


SI. Name of installation Name of Locality/ Police Taluka District Boundary or other description 

No. place Village Station Cl r c area 


I Rocket Fabrication Facility, Thumba Atlipra Kazhakut- Trivan- Trivan- 9 ITectaut, 97 Acres and 42 
a unit ofthc Indian Space village uttom drum. drum r q. mtt=-' ■ 20 Acres 

Research Organisation. within Survey No. 2783, 

Boundav: The area is bounded 

by T rivandrum Kadinam- 
kulam Road o n the nor- 
thern side, Channankara 
thodu on the eastern side, 
S.No. 2783/10AI on the 
southern side and S. No. 
2783/10AI etc. and Tri- 
vandrum Kadinamukulam 
on the western Bide, 


[No. 18/6/71-Poll.II,] 
B. K. GO SWAM I, Deputy Secy. 


dt f^rft, 17 trf, 1972 

tfTTo WTo 21 4 5-— WT: R gUT: BfacT qruflW HdBUIT BBTE! % rnfTT (f¥t 

TPT wr BBT I ) % BIT rf gUBT % fa™ T'TTl'fr rftrff ; 

Sfd:, m WFFTR B/B RTR ufrffBBR, 1923 ( 1923 BB 19) Bit RUT 2 Brf 1TJFT ( 8) % (b) 3TU 5IBU 

SlfBeRTf BR RltB Burf |fT qr$\T tt^JRT ITT *BTB BR TIT rFrFrRB % RBlRRl % fag FtFr.? RIFr-T Rifat £ I 

rr/i if 

afdTSm “FT 'TUT TRTR BR ' qfr&f/ gfHR BTBT RTRRT faBT m Tt rffar BT 2RB 

rfo BTB RUT ffauR 


1 fRRTR ijfWT, RU- 471 r 

rffa sfaffaT SFJWFT 
RBSR BR rrRtRT 


rFuru Rurfarpr faRTR 

RTR 


ffaun? 9 &BTT, 97 rnpir sf|r 

4 2 Rtf 2 5.20 

RR>s •TTiTT B o 
2783 % RUT I 

RtRT : BR ^qf TUT 

Bit rffa R fatgR 
BRfRBTRR/R'R Tfa 9 V 
Bit UK % RUUT- 

br?t rfrg Rfau # 

R URfatR B o 
27 83/1 o/tT 1 Rfa 

RpfRB Bit far R 

f R#3R BRfBBTB- 
R fRTT gur 
£ I 


[rfo 16/6/7 1-rftT-II] 
T[o %o RUBUfT, BT fa BR j 
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New Delhi, the 23rd May 1072 

S.O. 2146, — In pursuance of clause (1) of article 
230 of the Constitution, the President hereby directs 
that the Administrator of the Union territory of Anda- 
man and Nicobar Islands shall, subject to the approval 
of the President, and until further orders, also exercise 
the powers and discharge the functions of the appro- 
priate Government under section 401 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898) to suspend the 
execution of the sentence of imprisonment of any per- 
son under-going imprisonment in a jail in the said 
Union territory: 

Provided that in any case where the sentence of 
imprisonment has been passed for an offence against, 
or where the order referred to In sub-section (4A) of 
section 401 of the said Code has been passed under, any 
law relating to any of the matter enumerated in List 
I in the Seventh Schedule to the Constitution, the Ad- 
ministrator shall release any such person on parole for 
such period not exceeding fifteen days, as may be 
necessary, for obtaining the orders of the Central Gov- 
ernment on the petition made for the purpose of such 
release on parole, If the Administrator Is satisfied that 
the immediate release of any such person on parole is 
necessary by reasons of any illness constituting a grave 
threat to the life of such person or of a parent, wife, 
husband or child of such person, subject to the follow- 
ing conditions, namely: — 

(a) the Administrator shall forthwith report all 
the facts and the circumstances of the case to 
the Central Government while forwarding the 
petition to the Central Government, and that 
Government may, on the consideration of the 
report and the petition, make such order as it 
may deem fit; 

(b) the Administrator shall, before releasing any 
such person on parole ask him to execute a 
bond undertaking to reside within the period 
of his parole at a place specified therein and 
not depart therefrom without the previous 
permission of the Administrator and return to 
the jail in which he Is confined and on the 
' expiry of the period of his parole or, when the 

Central Government rejects the petition, on 
being informed of such rejection, whichever Is 
earlier, and to conform with such other condi- 
tions as the Administrator may consider 
necessary. 

[No. F.2/4/72 -UTL.l 
K. R. PRABIIU, Jt. Secy. 

R$ 23 Rf, 197 2^ 

*TTo WTo 2146. — R’fawid % 239 

% fjprff ( 1 ) Wrjd TO % iTcRfiro Pl'^T ff f% 

sfk fefenr ifH rt tor rr rtort, g^rPi 

% sftT *TT% Hfeff RRT, RW RfelT 

1898 ( 1 898 RR s) R% am 40 1 % RlftR ivd 
rr jpnj nfftf Jf feft vfa if W'ind RT% 

stffaR $ RRTO rR % 4 u sfer $ Pi TO AT R% felffer R77% 

% fer RJjfRR R<+K R% hi fed! Tcdl RR STRtR 

Rife Pd^d iff RfeT f 

qRsg; fefl RTRpf %, ^ RRTOIR RR feft 

SFTTTR % fRRT RRT ^ RT Rfe 3RR R%TT R% RUT 401 

3MMKI ( 4-Ri) % ldfe£ ’4 1 Ad dTauid R% RRlh TFJ- 

^ I % rrPrr feft Rr# % iRfaci fefr fair 

% tflftR for RRT Rff 5TOTRRT fefr SRfe R% pREfr 


RRpR %■ faE, sr> RRif fer % rPrt R^ff ?>fr, trt strrrrt, 

ft, %fel RT hRt feffe % TOW, 7 RT Rf TOTT RT feflR 
RTOK % RTfefl WfWPT RT% % fe? RpR RRlTRRi RR 
RRTRTR ft 5TTR i^t fefr TOfe R% RT>T RT RTOT Prefer 
5Rfe RT RRRit RTRT RT fer, RVfr, Rf% RI RR 5Rfe spf 
R^RTR % sftRR R?t RGftT RTWT RpSR RTO RFTt pREfr 
% RTTor 5RTR7RT % ffiferfer Fjrff R'fe Tf ct 
gf qR ffeRR TT R%RT, 

(T) RWRT %?^tR RR'+K dit RTf RFRR 

SWR dit RTRT % R'tfr fTRRl RfVr 

MptfePclRf dir IJTRT ftefis Effer ) trtc 

tK+K, TR pRft^ dfe q7 fq-RTT dfe IT 
ife Rfer ^ ifefr,, 3ft RR Rffe RR# : 

(Rl) RR I R dT, feft 5Rfe fet tfer dT pRRdR 

dfe dr 'JR fe TO TOR # RRpR % 'Rfe;, 
RRR fRfdfej fRFT r fR felTR- dfe TlT 
RRTRdr R?t 5^ RRTV % fsfRi R^r R dff R 
511% r"TT RTir RR TOT RRT | fflr RRR% 
tfe ^t RRpR d?t RRlf'R TT RT RR %RftR 
RWPC srsff Tt RTRifT dTcft | ^ft R T fejT 
d% gTRT 1% RT, RT wft R^cT |t, RR % 
RTRT Rl%, RTF RT RWRT RTRRRRT RR3, 
iRfl 5 FR RTcfT dR R^dlRd' dtd ^ RRrrr 
feRTTR dTT d% RET d^RT I 

[Ro RRp 2/4/7 2^0 fto tTRo] 

%o RRo R4[, RRdT RpRR I 


New Delhi, the 30fh May 1972 

S.O. 2147. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to article 309 of the Constituton, the 
President hereby makes the following rules regulating 
the recruitment to class IV posts in the Pay and 
Accounts Division, Directorate General, Border Secu- 
rity Force, New Delhi, namely: — 

1. Short title and commencement. — (l) These rules 
may be called the Border Security Force Accounts 
Cadre (Class IV posts) "Recruitment Rules, 1972. 

(2) They shall come Into force on the date of 
their publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. Classification of the posts, scales of pay, method 
of recruitment, age limit etc. — The classification of the 
posts, the scales of pay attached thereto, the method 
of recruitment, age limit and other matters connected 
therewith shall bo as specified in columns 4 to 14 of the 
Schedule hereto annexed: 

Provided that the upper age limit specified in column 
7 of the said schedule for direct recruitment mav he 
relaxed In the case of candidates belonging to Sche- 
duled Castes or Scheduled Tribes and other special 
categories of persons in accordance with the orders 
issued from time to time, by the Central Government. 

3. Disqualifications. — No person, — 

(a) who has entered into, or contracted, a mar- 
riage with a person having a spouse living, 
or 
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(b) who, having a spouse living, has entered into, 
or contracted, a marriage with any person, 


shall be eligible for appointment to the said posts: 

Provided that the Central Government may, If 
satisfied that such marriage is permissible under the 
personal law applicable to such person and the other 
party to the marriage and there are grounds for so 
doing, exempt any person from the operation of this 
rule. 


4. Power to relax. — Where the Central Government 
is of opinion that it is necessary or expedient to do 
so, it may, by order, for reasons to the recorded In 
writing, relax any of the provisions of these rules with 
respect of any class or category of persons. 

5, Savings— Nothing In these rules shall affect re- 
servations and other concessions required to be pro- 
vided for the members of Scheduled Castes and 
Scheduled Tribes and other special categories of per- 
sons In accordance with the orders Issued by the 
Central Government from time to time in this regard. 


SCHEDUZJJ 

Recruitment Rules for the Directorate General, Border Security Force , Pay and Accounts Division, New Delhi 
[Border Security Force Accounts Cadre (Class IV) Recruitment Rules] 


SI, Name of tb ■: 

No, post 

No. of 
posts 

Classification 

Scale of Pay 

Whether Age for direct 

selection post or recruits 

non-selection 
post 

Educational and other 
qualifications 
required for direct 
recruits 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

7 PPc-s 

8 

General 

Central 

Service* 

Class-IV 

(Non-gazetted). 

Rs.70 — 1—80 — 
EB-— 1 — 85 

Not 

applicable. 

Minimum 18 years 
Maximum 25 years 

Middle standard 
. pass* 

2 Daftry 

2 

Do. 

Rs. 75 — 1 — 8j— 
EB — 1 — 95 

Non-Selec- 

tion 

Not applicable.* 

Not applicable. 


Whether age and Period of 
educational qua- probation, if 

lifications pres- any 

cribcd for direct 
recruits will apply 
1 o the case of prt 
motees 


Method of recruitment, whether In the case of recruitment by If a DPC Circumstan- 
by direct recruitment or by promotion/deputation/transfer, exists, what ces in which 
promotion of any deputation/ grades from which promotion/ Is its com- U.P.S.C. is to 
transfer, and percentage of deputation/transfer to be made position be consulted 
vacancies to be filled by various m making the 

methods recruitment. 


9 


10 


II 


12 


13 14 


Not applicable Two years 

Not applicable, Two years 


By direct recruitmen t or transfer 
of Constables (Orderlies). 

100% by promotion- 


Not applicable. 


By promotion of peons working 
in the Border Security Force 
Accounts Division with 
,hree years' service in the 
grade. 


Not applicable. Not 

applicable. 

Class IV DPC Not 

applicable. 


[No. F. 9/49/70-Int. Audlt/BSP] 
G. S. GREWAL, Dy. Secy. 


fawfl, 30 H £, 1972 

HTo VTo f?To 2147. — dIV-iR % 309 % 3TO JW frfwrf 3iT 5P?W tfiTrT JIT 

Tqpftfr n T'R fffarr gw sn?r , Tf feft % sfir Spit wt Jr IV ref tt ^ OPidfad ^ IrrIttRsr 

xr^gTTT mb wfa : — 

1. rifatn br — (1) Iwff etw tftoT gw m Jrtt w XV <r) tpff Prw, 

J972 1 


(2) ^ ■■wm Sr swvh n?f nrffar vt ffa 1 

2. qnf frr «fafarmr, ntmm, *rfi *ft qrfn, wtfn : — qnf «ft Juffarw, 3 ntt tfann wrn, *nff q?t q^far, 

nnj-qfrnT *fl t rr«rf!m snn qi 9 ^ nt fntt vwi^s ^ t^*-»r 4 tt 1 4 tm> Sf fafarfa^ ^ m 

h <. r d i rrtit nrff % fai u •j'w % td j -*r 7 ft fafafa^j trfsfqnm ^ 1 <j* 4 n *i 1 , i'jffa nmTT sttt ¥mn-mm qr 
WTft fan? nr? srfawf % «njflTT STJ^fam 'dlfdnf HT nRnTfanf tffa snfwnt % W? fa#? 5 TWf % STKrfanf V 

nnfar if fanfare n?t an n%nt i 

3 . : — nf aqfqn : — 

(nr) fai>fal *^r<td if fimr qfar nr faranrt qfat aftfan fanrf farm nr 

(nr) farcfa nqif qfar nr snnft ncfi % jfi fan ffa ft? fafat mfan if fanrf farm 
qw qnt qr fd^facr qn qm n$ ffnr : 

qiTf nfa %fatn twr qn nnram ft am? far fam fanrf t?# snfan qq'Vr famf % *nn qrcmrn; qff ?rnj ?#n fafar % 
spjtn wn^tn ^ *m 1 <. (?m n>rit % Hi >? n^n nwrr ntajn ^ yfr mr famf mfan q?t sjn famr % nnctn St rj? ^ rfanft i 

l 4. fsrfatw qnrn nft nrf^rr : — nft %nffa worn nfa tr ft % r?Tr qrmr qrqwf m qjffaffa fjf nff nf nmfr fafa 
art +k u i ft d-f qratns m# ^t famnt % fa^f) nqnm qft ®Tfqqqf % f%tft n’t nr nn’t i?t nmn, <rr^qr svcr ftrfn^r 
qnc n^nft i 

5. *ntnf% : — fn fwft Sr «Rt qft^ ^ft nra w rtnn Sr %?frn nrrrc sro nnn-nnn qr nrft fan? ni? ?rr^ff 
n^TR w^Pnrr anfanf *ftr w^^farn nnarrfant trk ®nfannf % sm fawn nqnf % rmrnr % fart? qrrn % fart? 
qfafam nnsrnf nftn: ?ntr fanrnnf "fit mrfat nff qfa’ft i 

nf rfafawmn nfarr nrwr n^r, nf fawft % tnn nfa Spit nnrn % fan? vreff farnn 1 rftm ftwr nn n^r irnrc 

(q^t 4) nqfjfanq 

qq qq nm qnt qft <pffaiq:n tnnnrn nnn n? w«ttt rft^ ^rff fart? 

rfanr nnnn qn wfa nfar snfqnnt 

% fare? wpj- 
rftnr 


l. nqmft 


3 . nmPt 


s ^ink u i %'fitn ^qi 7 0— 1 — 8 o-noTto rrnj n^t ftm 'fannrnT isnn ^ 

n>t 4 («HMqftrn y i- 85 ^o nfnnnn 25 n 

2 nnfan 75 -i -8 5 ^orto wnnn ^n^tftnr 

1-95 no 


n?ff fart? nfa nfar snfaranf tr ntn ntff fan? nfa nfar snfannt % fan? 
fan? 'rtfarn ntn ?nn n^nn? faff n nr^ *ftr tftfam nr^m? sffarnf qft 

nwT Sf wt>j ftrft nr n^t 


qfafatsn qft nnfa, nfa qftf ft 



"it ^ n$r ffar 


nft ffan 
ntnn^t "Hi 


nt nt 



i 


vpff # tfm% sfarfr /srfa Ph a/pwrT- yfr fsrffpfPr sfftrfcr Trftrf^r 

5 TO ITT 5 |f#r^r/^«rFTF- ?cTOT STO Wlf # WT if . ft eft TO 3 ?t TOI 
cTOt 3TO cT-STT ftf-TO 'Tgferf t Nfw fTO% sftvrfd/srfd 
3 TO Wt TOT art^ff PtPmf fH*rfka/W M bd <u| p 4 TO 
*Pt STfcTOcrar STHT^TT 


vrrff wit if fro 'rftfkrfrof 
if TO 5 fTO TOr STrafa # 
TOW fwiT ^ILiJH 


10 


1 1 


12 


13 


tMt'flcffdT fwffTO (?TO TOTdftfTO TOJ^Tftg^cTT TOJ dff sjTffT 

fswff ) % WITOTTOT 5TO 

WTOfTOd 5fra% STO tfTRT 1JTOT TO HTO TOFT ^ 4 fTOI*ft*T sff^Rl yfTTfd UT’J Tgt fjfar 

if ^pt wtT toT totiIM 
,^f hPdfct 3TO, fawt to ■■ 
if ffpT TO 3 ?t TOT ?> I 

[TO 9 / 49 / 70 -^° 07 T 0 €fo w%rr/#o^o^t> («frrfw-i) (n)] 

jffo hflo TOM, TO llfTO 1 ) 


cabinet secretariat 
(D epartment of Statistics) 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 1972 

S.O. 2148. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (1) of Article 258 of the Constitution, the Presi- 
dent, with the consent of the Government of the State 
of Uttar Pradesh, entrusts to that Government the 
functions of the Central Government under Sections 
3, 4 and 11 of the Collection of Statistics Act, 1953 (32 
of 1953), in respect of matters relating to sugar indus- 
try, sugar industrial concerns and sugar factories in 
the State of Uttar Pradesh, subject to the following 
conditions, namely: — 

(i) that in the exercise of such functions the Gov- 
ernment of the State of Uttar Pradesh shall 
not, except with the previous approval of the 
Central Government, issue any direction for 
the collection of statistics in respect of the 
said matters and shall comply with such gen- 
eral or special directions as the Central Gov- 
ernment may, from time to time, issue; and 

(ii) that notwithstanding this entrustment: — 

(a) the Central Government may Itself exercise 
the said functions in respect of the said 
matters; and 

(b) the Statistics authority appointed by the 
Central Government under section 4 of the 
said Act, shall exercise or continue to exer- 
cise its function in respect of the said 
matters in the State of Uttar Pradesh, 

[No. M-15012/8/71-NSSI.] 
V. L. GIDWANI, Secy. 

TOtcfiir 

fTOTO 

TOfTOrt, 28'trord, 1972 

tr^o Sfto 2148. — TOlWT % 258 ^ 

ws ( 1 ) arm tott #tTOt to TOto totT fd tf^TO 


TOT 5T%T7T TITO RTTOT «Pt Tt tllPW'tfl TOW 

SrfaftW, 1953 ( 1953 % 32) SKT 3, 4 PfT 

11 % sitoTO fTOrfsrfTOr srfTOTOt (TOT) TO taw if 
VS cl |jf[ TO ®1 if ■'fl'fl dCfhl, TOft TOTO d *-if r *ft 
5TfWpit WT TOft TOU5IITO fwro TOWt t TOTO 
STTOT $ UTO TRTOT TO TOTO | wtq; ; — 

(i) TO IpTO % TTW t TOT JtTOt TO tW 
TOTOT TOTO TTTTOT % *PjTOto % fTOt 

TOF JTrwf ^ R ytfTOTO Rtr^T $ 
Ri u, TO^ fTO?i toTO TO.TO TOr TOtfTO 
ti T+IT ski W-W 9T 'HiCl frof TO 

fTOTO to wro TOTO; TOr 

(ii) TO TOTOflTOTOJI (TOTO TO fw) ^ gt[ 

vfr : — 

(^) wtrn: ssrt Rmwr % wro ^ f 
d'W ’Pi vid ti %*ft ; flk 

(jjt) to 'frftdwr aro 4 % *rj% 
(Ktut sro fd^«td 

mfWTft TOT spfDT TT^f t TO R(Wt 
% fUWT ?t 2d 4) #c*n •TTf TfUT 
!PTO 2'^ ^TOt T^l I 

[HW-Pyo 15012/8/71-cpot^otrfTo I] 

ko rr?To f*i4 c ii u Ft, yfifT, 





(Department <rf Personnel) 

New Delhi , the 31st May, 1972. 

S.O. 2149. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure 1808 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri C. K. Chatterjee, Advocate, as 
Public Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution in 
case KC No. 5/EOW/09-Calcutta against M/S Eastern 
SUh Manufacturing Co. (P) Ltd. Calcutta and others 
In the court of the Fifth Presidency Magistrate, Calcu- 
tta. 

[No. 225/22/72- AVD- II] 

(VTfaf faftR) 

dt fftft 31 1972 

fITo fto 2l49.-d*f dfw 1898 ( 1898 OT 

5) ft OKI 492 ft OTRI ( l) 3T7T Sfdff ftftft Rd 
Hftd Rrft ftftn (pcrtr ft fto %o 3-aft, tryftfc 
ft ftft ftfrftft ftftt?, 5r, 

afTPqft (srro) fftrftr, RdTOft, 
fpgr tpir ^ faha row srrcofto wr s/i °fto 
/ 6 9 dMR.d T - ft Rift % 
ftjpp fftpd ’inft £ i 

[WT 225/22/72-tTo fto ft 0 - 2 ] 
New Delhi, the 3rd June 1972 

S.O. 2150. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shrl B. B. Rath, Advocate, as Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution in case 
R,C.9/E.O.W/65-Calcutta, in the Court of Special 
Magistrate, Bhubaneshwar, Orissa. 

(No. 225/22/72- AVD-HJ 

ft fftft, 3 SR, 1972 

fto fto 2150 . — vm ftftn ftftT, 1898 ( 1898 
*PT 5) ft STITT 492ft WIRT ( i) %ST7T 5rHT sftfPff 
frr sriftr vft jnr, mftr ft fto fto r«r 

PTsflft: ft fftto Rff-mr dfPrr £ 

fi HfffW UKo fto 9/^o fto dSRi^o / 6 5— ftTftTT % 
ftvpftapr Rd rrptr =frft % ftf faw wft 


STCtt Rd Sfflft RRft fir, ftfPT iRW rr^riT ft 

fto fto TR, srfixwr ft fftff sftffl 

^ ?dPTMd if RTRvTf RTdo fto 3 l/t° fto f® 5 f/ 95 

ww ft dridrt spr dw-r RRft % fftr ftsF-dfRft^ 

fffdRff drrft | I 

[dm 225/33/72— q;o sr^o pro — II] 

S.O- 2152. — In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri Avtar Singh, Advocate, as 
Public Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution in 
case RC No. 62/64 of Special Police Establishment 
Calcutta State Versus Lt, Col. N. K. Ghosh and others 
m the Court of Third Additional Special Judge 
Calcutta. 

[No. 225/45/72-AVD-II] 

fto 2152.— ftftTT f%IT, 1898 

( 1 8 9 8 RR 5) ft JRT 4 92ft ^PTtJTCT ( 1 ) f RT STTIT 
ftftft Rd STftff dftl fir ftrdTT 

faft ft Tjftir srffffftff fdftr 3T5r, Wjrtn 

'ftWT R did RRo fto ffSffr 62 /G 4 -ITffo fto fo 

’fiNWT ft? d'TRT ftftft ft'-f IT To %o ftq- rfijj 
% dfftTR'T ft ft ft RRft % fftr ft^-RfVrqftpfr fft^; T 
dTTft I 1 


[*m 225 / 45 / 72 —t^o fto fto 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 7th June 1972 

S.O. 2153. — In exercise of the powers conferred hv 

Icf 1948 3 125 S e ,^ hi + , Sp ^ Cial Bs tablishm eiR 

Act, 1948 (2o of 1946), the Central Government here- 
by -specifies the following offences which are to he 
mve.st,gat_ed by the Delhi Special Police Establishment! 

(a) Offences under sections 85, 80, 87 88 89 90 

<«“/&>' ,hc Gold VA 

(b) attempts, abetmenta and conspiracies in re- 
lation to, or in connection witfi, one or more 
offences mentioned in clause (a) and. anv 
other offence committed in the course of the 
same transaction arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/1/69-AVD-II] 

fff fteft, 7 Hff, 1972 


[ROT 225/32/72-tToftofto-II) 

New Delhi, the 6th June 1972 

S.O. 2X51.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1898 (6 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri B. B. Rath, Advocate, as Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution, in case 
R.C.31/E.Q.W./05-Calcutta, in the Court of Special 
Magistrate, Bhaubaneshwar. Orissa. 

[No. 225/33/72-AVD-II] 
eijft 1972 

fto fto 2151. — ftS- srfftn 1898 

( 1898 RTT 5) ft RTTt 492 ft ^WPT ( 1 ) % STTT 


fto wrv 2153. — fftft fftft TdiqR- srfir. 

fkW, 1916 ( 1 9 4 6 Rrr 25) ft NRT 3 % gRT !T?tT 

Rfddft dd tiqft | IT, RT^yr, Ti=rgj rTy ffttrj-. 

dqrrft ft trirfft % ^ j 

(^) ^ (fttWT) 1968 ( 1 968 

OT 45) ft ftrnt 81, 86, 87, 88. 89 
90 , 9i d«rr 96 % srtfft i 

(Id) ft? (rt) if ftftifijsr ^ ^ ^ 

d'TUft ART Tl'iq't % pip ft 

ffsddffn: % ftrrff feff ^ 


% WTt if WT if 

tftr <m?r i 

[Wo 228/l/69-qo ffto ?% II] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18th May 1972 

8.0. 2154. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-aectlon (.1) of section 5 , read with section 6, of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 
1946), the Central Government, with the consent of 
the Government of the State of Tripura, hereby ex- 
tends to the State of Tripura the powers and jurisdic- 
tion of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment for the investigation of certain offences 
specified in the notifications of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Home Affairs/Department of 
Personnel (i) No. 25/12/62-AVD-I, dated the 18th Feb- 
ruary, 1963 (11) No. 25/3/60-AVD-II, dated 1st April, 
1964 (ill) No. 25/9/64-AVD, dated 1st September, 1964, 
(iv) No. 228/1/65(1) AVD-II, dated the 8th February, 
1965, (v) No. 228/4/66-AVD-II(I), dated the 23rd 

December, 1966, (vi) No. 25/4/64-AVD-II, dated 21st 
November, 1967, (vii) No. 228/3/66-AVD (XI), dated 
the 10th July, 1970, (viil) No. 228/7/66-AVD(II), 
dated the 13th July, 1970, (lx) No. 228/8/67-AVD-II, 
dated the 15th July, 1970 and (x) No. 228/1 1/67-AVD- 
II, dated the 3rd September, 1970, issued under section 
3 of the said Act and mentioned in the Schedule here- 
to annexed: — 

The Schedule 

(a) (1) Offenoes punishable under sections 124-A, 
161, 162, 163, 16.4, 465, 165-A 1 , 166, 167, 168; 169; 
171E, 17 IF, 182, 193, 1 96, 197, 198, 199, 200; 2 01; 204; 
211, 218, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 237; 238; 239; 

240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248; 249; 250; 

251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259; 260; 261; 

262, 263, 263A, 379, 380, 381, 382, 384. 385; 386; 387; 

388; 389; 403; 40G, 407, 408, 409, 411, 412, 413, 414, 417; 
418; 419, 420, 465, 466, 467, 468, 471, 472, 473; 474; 475; 
476; 477A; 489A, 489B, 489C, 489D, 489E, 500, 501, 502 
and 60S of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860); 

(2) Offences punishable under the Prevention of 
Corruption Act, 1947 (2 of 1947); 

(3) Offences punishable under the Defence of India 
Act, 1962 and the Defence of India Rules framed there- 
under; 

(4) Offences punishable under the Imports and Ex- 
ports (Control) Act, 1947 (18 of 1947); 

(5) Offences punishable under the Foreign Exchange 
Regulation Act, 1947 (7 of 1947) ; 

(6) Oifences punishable under sections 51, 52, 55 and 
56 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1898 (6 of 1898); 

(7) Offences punishable under sections 63, SB, 116, 
538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 628, 629, and 630 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956); 

(8) Offences punishable under sections 104 and 105 
of the Insurance Act, 1938 (4 Qf 1938); 

(9) Offences punishable under the Indian Official 
Secrets Act, 1923 (19 of 1923); 

(10) Offences punishable under sections 7 and 8 of 
the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955) and 
conspiracies in relation thereto or in connection there- 
with; 

(11) Oifences punishable under clause (iii) of sub- 
section (1) of section 24 of the Industries (Development 
and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951) ahd conspiracies 
in relation thereto or tn connection therewith; 

(12) Offences punishable under the Indian Wireless 
Telegraphy Act, 1933 (17 of 1933); 

(13) Offences punishable under the Telegraph Wires 
(Unlawful Possession) Act, 1950 .(74 of 1950); 


(14) Offences punishable under the Railway Stores 
(Unlawful Possession) Act, 1955 (51 of 1955); 

(15) Offences punishable under section 27 of the 
Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 (13 of 1885); 

(16) Oifences punishable under sections 132, 133, 134, 
135 and 136 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962); 

(17) Offences punishable under rule 6 of the Indian 
Passport Rules, 1950 read with sub-section (3) of sec- 
tion 3 of the Passport (Entry into India) Act, 1920 

(34 of 1920); 

(18) Offences punishable under section 5 of the 
Registration of Foreigners Act, 1939 (16 of 1939); 

(19) Offences punishable under sections 6, 10, 11 and 
12 of the Aircraft Act, 1834 (22 of 1934) and under any 
rule made under sections 5, 7, 8, 8A or 8B of the said 
Act; 

(20) Offences punishable under section 14 of the 
Foreigners Act, 1946 (31 of 1946); 

(21) Offences punishable under section 9 of the 
Opium Act, 1878 (1 of 1873); 

(22) Offences punishable under sections 10, 11. 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20 and 21 of the Dangerous Drugs 
Act, 1930 (2 of 1930); 

(23) Offences punishable under sections 277 and 278 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1061); 

(24) Offences punishable under sections 9 and 17 of 
the Central Excises and Salt Act, 1944 (1 of 1944); 

(25) Offences punishable under sections 31 and 32 of 

the Representation of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 

1950); 

(26) Offences punishable under aections 128, 129, 134 
and 136 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(43 of 1951); 

(27) Offences punishable under section 12 of the Pass- 
port Act, 1967 (15 of 1967); and 

(b) attempts, abetments and conspiracies in relation 
to, or in connection with, any of the offences mentioned 
in sub-paragraph (a) and any other offence committed 
in the course of the same transaction arising out of the 
same facts. 

[No. 228/4/72-AVD.II] 
B. C. VANJANI, Under Secy. 

fWt 18 1972 

JJTo WTo 2154. — feift fffTTT jfvPT FffTRT t) fa Pi 4 if, 
1946 ( 1946 'fff 25) vt EJTTr 6 % ROT RRT 5 
T?t rr-rpct ( i ) arm tot fffftff "Rfl 1 $1 

ftrjrr TRff (PTR fr, Iff^JKr, 

SrftjfTOT # STCT 3 % RTTt ^ 

?TPT vpft ^ RTCR RflTHff/ 

Trrfipfr faffpi 4ft wfsr^rn; (j) r° 25 / 12 / 62 - 1 ^ 

(I) , fart* 18<PTTd, 1963 (ii) 25/3/60-l^ftfi 

(II) , fcm 1 wfcr, 1964 (iii) 25/9/64-4* ft ft 

1 1964 (iv) tfo 228/1/65 (I) 1*f#f- 

(II), f^FThp 8 RvPT^t, 1965 (v) R° 2 2 8/ 4/ 6 6-<*tfttt 
(H)(1), f^TTOT 23 1966 (Vi) 25/4/64- 

1 #t-(H), ffcfiV21 TORT, 1967 (Vii) 228/ 

3 /66-4* aft ft (II),fcTPF 1970 (Vni) R° 

228/7/65^* $tf\ (II) 13 *$srr£ 1970 (iX) 

Ro 228 / 6/ 67 — 1 aft ^t(II), 1 5 19 70 

(X) Wo 228/1 1/67-1 *ft ft (II), fipTPP 3 
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1 9 7 0 if *i*) jy) amaf ifr % far fiwO PKr4 

Star «tmr % to! ®pt nrfanaf tfk tfrarfaan?; an fairr 

TT^T Jr fa^lT amft t : — 

( l) amfta am ffffTT, 1860 (i860 an 45) aft 
ETTmt 124-lT, 1 6 1, 1 6 2, 163, 1 64, 165, 1 6 5-qf , 

166, 167, 168, 169, 171-f, 1 7 l-^T, 182, 193, 
196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 204, 211, 218, 231, 
232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 

241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 

250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 

259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 263-^, 379, 380, 381, 
382, 384, 385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 403, 406, 
407, 408, 409, 41 1, 412, 413, 414, 417, 418, 

419, 420, 465, 466, 467, 468, 471, 472, 473, 

474, 475, 476, 477, 489-tT, 489-tft, 48 9-tft, 4 8 9-#t, 
489-f, 500, 501, 502 ak 5 0 5 % asfta amfta ama, 

(2) 'sisirr^PTT faamn afaftEPT, 1947 (1947 an 
2) % atftn amfta ama ; 

( 3) amr asrr afafnaa, 1962 w na% sreet 
WT irrr aim zw faant % aata amfta TO ; 

(4) 5 TETRT tpT f^TCTfcT (f?TW) afafwi, 1947 
( 1947 spt is) % aata amfta ama ; 

(5) faM i[srr fafnaa aftrfnan, 1947 (1947 
an 7 ) % aiftn amata ar?ro ; 

(e) arofta am-ar afafaaa, lsgs (i898 ^rr 
6) aftaTTTT 51, 52, 55ak 5 6 % atffa Smnta Tma ; 

( 7 ) 4TOft afafaaa, 1956 ( 1956 an l) aft 
amt 63, 68, 1 16, 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 628, 
629, ak 630 % atffa Smfta ama ; 

(8) tftai afafaaa, 1938 ( 1938 4) aft amt 

104 *#k 105 % Wtffa Smfta ama ; 

(9) amfta awaffa nMtw afafaaa, 1923 
( 1923 an 19) % asfta amfta aana ; 

(10) HHV(Pb HTRlfr afafaaa, 1955 ( 1955 471 

10) aft a kit 7 at?; 8 % asffn RRfta sros ak ant 

IP-nfalR WTUT TREJ t T 44 rj' ; 

(11) aata (ft+fti Tn fafaaa ) afafaaa, 1951 

( 1951 W 65) 5^ am 24^OTTO(l) (iii) 

% atffa wfEi aana ata; naif oKfarn arm nn% 

if anaa ; 

( 12) nrcfta tnr?: fnfnra afanaa, 1933 ( 1933 
m 1 7) % a 4 fa amfta ama ; 
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(13) tnrnm am (nan aw) afafaaa, 1950 
( 195 0 an 74) % attn amfta amra ; 

(14) kit to (naa arw) afafaaa-, 1955 
(1955 an 51) % aata ama ; 

(15) amfta jattnr afafaaa, 1 88 5 ( isss an 
13) aft am 27 % nsffa amatn ama ; 

(ie) ttaT-waa afafaaa, 1.962 (1962 an 52) 
aft amt 132; 133; 134; 135 ak 136 k asffa 
amain aana; 

(17) man (ami a atar) afafaaa, 1920 
( 1920 4a 34) at am 3 aft na-amr (3) % ma nfer 
amfra amra fnaarafar, 1 95 0 % faaa 6 a asfta rttr 
aarra ; 

(is) fatfaaf tt asfiaRa afafaaa, 1939 (1939 
tt 1 6 ) am 5 % aal-T aaTia ; 

(19) ar^ara afafaaa, 1934 (1934 aa 22) 
tit amr 6 , 10, 1 1 at?; 1 2 % aaVa a 1 )?: aw afaFaaa 

ama, 5, 7, s, 8 -a ar s-al % ait a aar^ aa faaT 
ift faaa $ aafa Tmfla aarra ; 

(20) faM sirfaa afafaaa, 1946 ( 1 946 31) 

aft am 14 % aata ^sata ama ; 

(21) a 1 ^ afafaaa, 1878 ( 1 878 an 1) ^t am 
9 aata a^mfta arua ; 

(22) ^rrfaaT ataa afafaaa, 1930 (1930411 2) 
aft amr 10, 11, 12, 1 3, 14, 15, 1 e, 17, 19, 20 
atr 2 1 % asfta awata ama ; 

( 23) araarr afafaaa, 1961 ( i 96 i air 43) 
arrn? 277 atr 278 % aata mr?fta aaua ; 

( 24) %??ta acara apa? ak aa 45 afafaaa, 1 944 
( 1 944 aa 1 ) aft armcj 9 ak 1 7 %■ aata a^aata aaua ; 

( 25 ) ata? afafafa?a afafaaa, 1950 (1950 air 
43) aft amrt 3 1 ak 32 % aata arofta aaua ; 

(26) ata? afafafaia afafaaa, 1 95 1 (1951 an 
43) aft amr 12s, 129, i 34 ak i 36 ^aatamFfta 
ama ; 

( 27 ) arraa afafaaa, 1 967 (i967 an 15 ) aft 
am 1 2 % asfta amfra ama ; nai 

(m) na4TT (a?) if aarr jr amat ir a f%aft vft 
ama % amI'S if aw aaa makan sranr, aam^ 
ak wmr aaraa?a?t a«af ft wa Tanft aakai^t % 
akra fw w aftf ma ama 1 

[a° 228/ 4/72 — t° at° rfk-IIJ 
^t 0 ift 0 awk, aar afaa 1 
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(Department of Personnel) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd May 1972 

S.O. 2155, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 5, read with section 6, of 
the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 
of 1940) and of all other powers enabling it in this 
behalf, the Central Government, with the consent of 
the Government of Rajasthan, hereby extends the 
owcrs and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi 
pecial Police Establishment to the whole of the 
State of Rajasthan for investigation of offences puni- 
shable under sections 147, 148, 149, 323, 337, 380, 427, 
436, 440 and 454 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 
of 1860) and attempts, abctments and conspiracies in 
relation to, or in connection with one or more of the 
said offences and any other offence committed in the 
course of the same transaction arising out of the 
same facts in relation to riots that took place on the 
11th March, 1972 in respect of which the following 
cases have been registered in Jodhpur District by the 
concerned local police; 

1. Case No. 8 under sections 147, 148, 149, 454, 

380, 427 and 430 of the Indian Penal Code, 
1860 (45 of 1860) of Police Station, Sadar 
Kotwali. 

2. Case No. 16 under section 171F of the Indian 

Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) of Police Sta- 
tion Khandaphalsa. 

3. Case No. 17 under sections 147, 148, 149, 323, 

336, 337, 380, 436 and 440 of the Indian Penal 
Code I860 (45 of 1860) of Police Station 
Khandaphalsa, 

4. Case No. 18 under sections 147 and 330 of the 

Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1800) of Police 
Station Khandaphalsa. 

5. Case No. 19 under sections 454 and 380 of the 

Indian Penal Code, 1860 45 of 1860) of Police 
Station Khandaphalsa. 

6. Case No. 25 under sections 147, 336. 323 and 

440 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 
1860) of Police Station Sadar Bazar. 

7. Case No. 26 under sections 147, 454, 380 and 

149 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 
1860) of Police Station Sadar Bazar. 

8. Case No. 27 under sections 147, 149, 454 and 

380 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 
Police Station Sadar Bazar, 

9. Case No. 28 under sections 147, 149, 454 and 

380 of the Indian Penal Code. 1800 (45 of 
1860) of Police Station Sadar Bazar, 

10. Case No. 29 under sections 147, 427 and 436 

of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) 

of Police Station Sadar Bazar. 

[N0.228/8/72-AVD.II.1 
K. L. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy. 

(vrfirrfa*rT*T) 

PffTPN)’, 2Kf, 1972 

VTotfTo 21 5 5 . -for# qf%R 171711 RftjfppR 
1946 (l946 TP 25) OTT1 6 % RPT Tf%P tlRT 5 %f 
TORT ( 1 ) gTTl 5TTFT TlfTR# TP #7! FR RPpPT if 

tt# r# "rPtTn’f tp strIr tt# fir, tipwir 
irtiK %V RifTfo %, %#R (PTR, purs i'<t, 1 1 pit, 

1 972 %t % RTRRJ ^ RTTffto pay RffRT %V UTOTT 

147, 148, 149, 323, 336, 337, 380, 427, 436 880 


sfk 4 5 4 % WRiRR RR STTTTCrf RRT PR ^ TfPtT 

# Trpfai^V % f%iT »n£ trsfr zrr Rfap 
pt w fa# spnnr % rrrt if rt R mf T g R 
surd, rttri^p iffc p?pri % tmrsff tp, f%p% if 
sfrtrjT fai% if RTpfTEpT rpTPPr <jf%R pm fd^Ra R 

PR f%P Rp f , TT# % fair fc#f firmer 

?«riT6T % RPGff # Rfappt PR RPTflTTPT TTRrRjR 

Tl^T R fpTRR TT# — 

I-'jfNR RTPT RPT pTI'IdP'O TP RTTcffo pay 

1860 ( 1860 tp 45) mrr 147 , 148 , 
149, 454, 380, 427 436 % STsffar 

TWr rott 8 i 

2 RTRT RTmpfRT TP RT#R ppay R%n 
1860 ( 1 860 TP 45) BTRr 171 qnpi % 
’OrefDT RTRNT RWI 1 6 I 

3'jfHR RHT RTRmo’RT TP RT#p pay RfoRT 
1860 (i860 TP 45) # RTCPfff 147, 

148, 149, 323, 336, 337, 380, 436 
#T 44 0 % Wftp RTRRT R3PT 17 I 

RETT «f®TRTRRT TP RTUffa pay tf%RT 
1860 ( 1860 TP 45) OT7T 147 tffo 
336 % Spffp KTRRT RUPT 18 I 

5~J%R RETT RTPlRPeRr TP RTPlftR pay RfodT 
1860 ( 186 0 TP 45) ETTCI# 454 iflT 
380 % tpffp RpRRT RTPT 1 6 I 

e-jf^R RTPT RTT PITK TP RTOffo tw RffRT 
1860 (i860 TP 45) %t OTTT 147, 336, 
323 440 % tpffp PT9RT RTPT 25 I 

7- 'jfcTR PTRT RPT RPHT TP RrVrffp R%RT 

1860 ( 1 860 TP 45) %f RTTT 147, 454, 
380 149% Wfp RTRRT WT 26 I 

8- 5%R !RRT RTC RTSTR TP 'PTCffp' W iff^rfr 

1860 (i860 TP 45) %t ET K I Wf 147, 

149, 454 380 % Wcffp RTRRT iflSRT 

27 I 

9- $f%R RTRT RlTC PIPIT TP RTTfftp PP 

1860 (i860 TP 45) T?f g RTfff 147, 
149, 454 <lh: 380 % TTtftR RTRRT TfRPT 

28 I 

1 0- jfPR RTTT RPT RTPrC TP RKlflP pap tffffflr 

1860 (i860 TP 45) %f mTTWf 147, 
427 4 36 % TREffR RTRRT ifTPT 291 

[ffo 228/8/72—^0 iffo ft, (II)] 
%o THTTRI^, TRT RfpT I 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
(Department of Internal Trade) 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1972 

S O. 2156. — In pursuance of sub-rule _(4) of rule 155 
of the Trade and Merchandise Marks Rules, 1959. it 
is hereby notified that in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-rule (3) of the said rules, the Central 
Government has removed the name of Shri T. G. 
Ananthaswamy of Madras from the Register of Trade 
Marks Agents. 

[No. F.29 (3) -I.T./TM/72.] 
D. C. VAISH, Under Secy. 

RratfRR fTTTH RRTHR 

( SfTFTf-.T- cEfTqlT fRRTR ) 

Tf fecRf, 3 RR, 19 7 2 

^TTo Rto 21 56 . — SJHR RtT Rif^Tr 
frTR, 1 9 5 9 % fdRR 1 5 5 % RTffiRR ( 4 ) % R'RRTR R 
RdRST/T RpHjfRR faiRT RETT t fR RRff fdRR % RRfffRR 
( 3) STU TTR RpFTRT FT T4RT FTcT fR F^R RTFIT 
R 2RPTTC fRf RfffFRfRT % TfRTTR R % RsTTR F sft 
g[o iff ^FFRTTRfr FT RTR UT^FRT fffFFT fRRT ^ I 

[R o 29( 3)/RT|o Jto/Jto tTrro/ 72 ] 
Rto Rpo R7R, RRTRfRR I 

New Delhi, the 31st July 1972 

S.O 2157.— Under clause 2(a) of the Scooters (Distri- 
bution & Sale) Control Order, 1960, the Central Govt, 
hereby appoint Shri S. Ganesapandian, Under Secre- 
tary, Ministry of Industrial Development, (Audyogik 
Vikas Mantralaya), as Controller of Scooters for the 
purposes of the said order vice Shri S. R. Kapur. 

[No. 9 (32) /71-AEI (III) .] 

S. M. GHOSH, Jt. Secy. 

R| fRcRt, 31 RRTf, 1972 

o Rto 215 7. — RFHT (fRRTR RRT fRFR) fFTRF 
rT^JT 1 9 6 0 Ft RUT 2 (f ) % RNtff ^^RtR RTFPC qRRRHT 
^ ssft RR° RRWf’SRR, RRT RfRR RWtfRF fRFTR 
RRTRR RF7T Rt RRo RTRo % RRTR TT RRR RT^RT 
% RRtRRTR RF3T fRRRF ffiRFT FTRt | 1 

[ffo 9(32)/71-q°f°Rlf°(m)] 
RRo RRo RTT, R : RRR RfRR I 

f f~R RRT?tR 
(f^R fCRTR) 

RffRRRt, 1 5 NR, 1972 

q*f° Rt° 2158. — RTTR RTFTT % Ffff R-RTRR 
(fifRfRRTR) Ft RKR % TFRIR R’SRT 41,RTR 2, 


3, R<RR®r(ll), RTUtW 19 RR^IRT, 1971 R RG3 5142 R 
514 5 T7 RFlP?Tff RfsT^RRT R “fffRT |RT RRlRff” 9I3Rf 
% RRTR RT RRT Riff RT R RTR “Tflt FIRST” W$R if 

Rrq 1 

[RW 13-12/7 0-RfR RWlRff] 
Zfo ffo RTNlTTfiT, RR T RfRR I 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1972 

S.O. 2159.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to the article 309 of the Constitution, the 
President hereby makes the following further amend- 
ment in the rules regulating the Workmen's Contri- 
butory Provident Fund as instituted with the Goverr 
ment of India, late Finance Department Resolutic 
No. F.33(3)-R.II/44 dated the 16th April, 1945, 
namely: — 

In paragraph 1 of the said Resolution, after entry 
(xvii), the following entry shall be dded. 

“(xviii) Workcharged staff of Public Works Depart- 
ment, of the Union Territory of Laccadive, 
Minicoy and Amindivi Islands”. 

[No. F.6(2)-E.V.(B)/71.] 

S.O. 2160. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to article 309 of the Constitution, the Presi- 
dent hereby makes the following further anw-rdments 
in the rules regulating the Workmen’s Contributory 
Provident Fund as instituted with the Government of 
India, late Finance Department Resolution No. 
F.33(3)-R.II/44 dated the 16th April, 1945 namely:—. 

In paragraph I of the said Resolution, after entry 
(xx), the following entries shall be added and shall be 
deemed to have been added with effect from the 1st 
April, 1971, namely: — 

“(xxi) Workcharged establishment of Trombay 
Township Project, Bombay (Department of 
Atomic Energy)”. 

“(xxii) Workcharged establishment of Directorate 
of Estate Management Bombay (Deptt. of 
Atomic Energy)”: 

Explanatory Memorandum 
The Contributory Provident Fund shall apply to all 
eligible workers with effect from 1st April, 1971 i.e. 
those who have put in at least one year continuous 
service or that date. None of the employees of the 
Trombay Township Project or Directorate of Estate 
Management is adversely affected by giving retrospec- 
tive effect to the Scheme. 

[No. F.19 (l)-E.V.(B) /72.] 

S.O 2161— In exercise of the powers confered by 
the proviso to article 309 of the Constitution, the Presi- 
dent hereby makes the following further amendments 
in the rules regulating the Workmen’s Contributory 
Provident Fund as instituted with the Government of 
Tndia late Finance Department Resolution No. F.33(3) 
R. 11/44, dated the 16th April, 1945, namely:— 

In paragraph 1 of the said Resolution after entry 
(xviii) the following entries shall he added and shall 
be deemed to have been added with effect from the 
1st April, 1970 namely:— 

“(xix) Workcharged establishment of Madras 
Atomic Power Project Kalpakkam (Tamil 
Nadu)”, 
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"(xx) Workcharged and casual Employees of the 
Bhabha Atomic Research Centre”. 

Explanatory Memorandum 
The Contributory Provident Fund shall apply to all 
eligible workers with effect from 1st April, 1970 he. 
those wfj put in at least one year continuous service 
on that ciate. None of the employees of Madras Atomic 
Power Project or Bhubha Atomic Research Centre Is 
adversely affected by giving retrespective effect to the 
Scheme. 

[No. F.6(3)-E.V.(B)/71.] 
S. S. L. MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi , the 19th April 1972 

S.O. 2162. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 03 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 
of 1949), the Central Government, on the recommen- 
dation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares 
that the provisions of section 9 of the said Act shall 
not apply till the 15th March 1973 to the Hindustan 
Commercial Bank Ltd,, Kanpur, in respect of the 
property (Plot of land) held by it at Dholpur. 

[No. F.15(8) -BC/72.] 

19WsHt, 1972 

2 1 6 2.-ftf%4 fa 1949( 1949 
44 1 o)4ft SETT 53 % 37TT 5TSfT TlftcRE 44 WftT 4i4% ftr, 
Wr mim, vrirftftr fmft f% 4ft fftqftftn qr, rr^m 
fttfftE *FT?fr ft 444 irfsfm 4ft SETT 9 % 44441, f??$- 

74T4 4Rf5PTH 441 foo, TJEm IT, 4444 fwfcf 

fFPrftr («jfft jaur) % RWfsr ft is Rift, 1973 mi vtpj; 
dftf ftfft I 

[ftWl irtRo 1 5 ( 8 ) — ftt o fttcy 72] 

New Delhi, the 25th May 1972 

S.O. 2163 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949), the Central Government, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that 
the provisions of section 9 of the said Act shall not 
apply, till the 5th April 1973, to the Catholic Syrian 
Bank Ltd, Trichur, in respect of the immovable pro- 
perty measuring 2.59 acres held by it at Palakuzha 
village, Muvattupuzha Taluk, Ernakulam District. 
Kerala State. 

[No. F.15(ll)-BC/72.B.O.III,] 
Hi fccftt, 25 r£ 1972 

2163. — nfilfd4H 1949 
1949 44 444T) 4ft NTH 53% 3T7T 444 5lfwff 44 
SRtff 4Fft %^k 4T44T EFfttff f%3pf 4ft fwif^ 
TT 444STTT fttfftff NTTrft ft f% Fid ![ft[)wr 4ft EFT 9 
3W %fttf%41 fttfuR f% fftffti^, f%4T qr 44 44% 
Efti 4m ft %T4 im fftsrr mffmr % Rpwqr tjmrqsE 
4T4 TtBrrfFi ft trmr it, ftf 2 . 59 4414 ft, 

5 se?4 ; 1973 m smj/Rftf sft’ft 1 

[fto 45T° 15(l l)— ftt oftt 0 / 7 2 — ftV oSf't 0 III] 


New Delhi, the 3rd June 1972 

S.O, 1164 — In exercise of the powers conferred hy section 53 of 
the Banking Rdgulation Act, 1949(10 of 1949), Central Govern- 
ment, on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank oflndittjherby 
declares that the provisions of sun-elausc( i) and (ii) of clause (e) 
of suh-section ( 1) of section 19 of the said Act shall not apply till 
the 30th June, 1973 to the undermentioned banks in so far as 
said provisions prohibit their respective custodians and / 01 - 
Chief executive officers by whatever name called, fron being the 
directors of the Kerala Industrial and Technical Consultancy 
Organisation Ltd., being a company rcgisticj under the com- 
panies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956). 


SI. No. Name of the Bank Name & Designation of 

Custodian/Chief Executive 
Officer. 


I 

Canara Bank 

Shri K. P. J. Prabhu 

2 

Indian Overseas Bank 

Shri R.N. Chettur 

3 

Syndicate Bank 

Shri K. K. Pai 

4 

Union Bank of India 

Shri P. F. Gutta 

5 

Indian Bank 

Shri G. Lakshminarayanan 



[No. 14 ( 2 )-H. O. III/ 72 ] 


K. 

YESURAI’NAM, Under Secy. 


*rf rft'V'Tl, 

3 ^4, 1972 

c\ 1 


tft° 2164. — ferft Wftffff nfdfrmr 1949 

( 1949 44 10 ) 4 ft EfTI 53 511 T 4 tT NfftffTT 4 b ffftTff 
417ft j|;rr ftrfl'ff 4T4TF '4Fcfl4 fTftr mr 4ft 
firofTH m, P.CNJ44TTT ftlfftcf tpyftj | ftp 
*rftrfftmr 4ft eft 10 4 ft rwft (j) ims (r) 
% TP 5 F 2 ' (I) iftT (II) % 4 q«EE 30 4 ) 4 , 1973 
441 fttft ^4ft% -Hittc/i ft vTPJEiff ftft vl^t 441 44 d'l'sfST 

44 itftft % 4rfftT6f4i ftftr eeet ipr hwhyD ufamfTftt 

-RTft 4? fWt ftr 4T4 ft 444T ftf-4ft %FT ftjftlfm 

eVt d 41 ft) miBDkidft ftwr frfftftir (%mr 
rnj? 4447444 4RRT%wft EFtTRERiftR fftfftm ), ftt 
19 56 ( 19 56 44 4 tfE) % EEtff m qrrqftt 

44 fftftmr fflft m fffft-FR N4fft ft I 


wiwm 

1 

M. 

RfmOT4i/4W 44WTft 



'fffmnift 44 4bt 

ftfr 44 

1 . 

%4TT[ % 

>ftr %o r fto fto 44 

2 . 


ftft ftft 0 0 tft vj',. 

3 . 


qft %o %o ft 

4 . 


ftj efto Ulgo IIJ ZT 

‘ > 

5 . 

^ftrgzpf ftqr 

' ft ftto Sfwft 41(1444 


[ftWT 

14 (2) ftto ftto Ul/ 72 ] 
%o 3J4T 4fft4 | 
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(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 3rd May 1972 

S.O. 2165. — In exercise of the powers confered by 
Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regula- 
tion Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, 
on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby declares that the provisions of sub-section (1) 
of Section 11 of the said Act shall not apply to Purulia 
Central Co-operative Bank Ltd., Purulia for the 
period from 1st March 1969 to 28th February, 1973. 

[No. F.8-1/72-AC] 

(wT«pr ftmi) 

dtfVeefr, 3 Tt, 197 2 
o ifto 2 1 6 5 . — rT+'I fa'fdTH'T 
1949 ( 1949 TT 10Rt) # STRT 56 % TTTT 

TfeT unr 5 3 % jrt rtr wfrrff to strtr 

RTJ/y |IT TOffR TOR, VTRTftT fert 
faMi l fu n 'TV TT^^m 'tftf'TT TRrfr | fT TO STfsTfaTE 

# tnrr 1 1 Rft tt-suu ( 1 ) %■ 1 rt#, 1969 % 

28 RTTfr, 197 3 cRP Ty SPlTer % fvTTf RvfTOTT TP^ST 

RftSTIRtfoT RL frfTT3T RvfvTRT rpr ^ ^ ^ j 

[RW qTo 8— 1 / 72— TToEfyo] 

S.O. 2166. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regula- 
tion Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, 
on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby declares that the provisions of sub-section (1) 
of Section 11 of the said Act shall not apply to the 
undernoted co-operative banks for a period of one 
year from 1st March, 1972 to 28th February, 1073. 

(i) The Chandigarh State Co-operative Bank Ltd., 
Chandigarh. 

(ii) The Dibrugarh Central Co-operative Bank Ltd., 
Dibrugarh. 

[No. F.8-1/72-AC.] 

sfto 2166. — 3 f TR fa Pi r hi TTftrfTWT, 

1949 ( 1949 RT 10^) # UTTi 56 $ RT«T tFScT *KT 
53 ^ 3TRr 5T<T TlfacFTT TO STORT TOTO |tr TOj'yR tRint 
Vuik Pcpt RTO # fTTiTfro RT TOPHUTT RRfy 
^ ftr TRfT srfBTrFW R^y RRT 1 1 R^y TT9TTT ( 1 ) TR-TOR 
1 rH, 1972, 28 TVRfy, 1973 RT7 TR TTRfa % 

fro- PurMijct Re^r^y toft Rf urj Rfr ?T<y I 

( 1 ) a- torPhtr fTO: RTrnTtfRR 5T farfE^, totFtt i 

( 2 ) tft fwp£ TOpmR^foR farfEros 

; 

[yrRRTR^o 8-I/721TO r\o] 

New Delhi , the 15th May 1972 

S.O. 2167.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regula- 
tion Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, 
on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby declares that the provisions of sub-section (1) 
of section 11 of the said Act shall not apply to the 
undernoted co-operative banks for a period of one year 
from 1st March, 1972 to 28th February, 1973. 

(1) The Timba Road Urban Co-operative Bank Ltd., 
Tlmba Road. 


(ii) The National Co-operative Bank Ltd., Bombay. 

[No. F.8-1/72-AC-] 

vpfy foRfy, 15 R& 1972 

qyya wto 2167. — ftTOT fafTOTRA STfaPm, 1949 
( 1949 TO RRRl) TOt aTTT 56 ^ TTPT Rfod' RTU 53 £ 
sTTT RTtT TTfadTf TO RRtR TOTO TTTTOPT, TO TORT 

fTORT TOR TOT ftmftTT TT rTOTOKT TOfRR RrTOy | % TOR 
?TR#RTIT TOT TOTT 1 1 RlT TTaTTT ( 1 ) £ WU , 1 TOT, 
1972 R 28R>TTGy,1973 TOP Ft it^ TOT R?T TOTfST ^ fTO* 

fa to PtPsFT yr^diiO ^R?lr rt tot R^y ; 

(i) foror fir to tor RftwrRtfeR Pro farm 

TOT I 

(ii) rtrrt •pitorTOTOt top PifTOr , Rt-arf i 

[yiw tfRlo 8— 1/7 2— R o Tfyo] 
New Delhi, the 24 th May 1972 

S.O. 2168. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Gov- 
ernment, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of sub-scction (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall 
not apply to Sree Krishna Co-operative Urban Bank 
Ltd., Machilipatnam for the period from 1st March 
1972 to 28th February 1973. 

[No. F.8/1/72-AC/640 ] 
L. D. KATARIA, Dy. Secy. 

R^fTTOy, 24 Et, 19 72 

tfyio ^fto 2168. «ITr'R fRRdHd Syfar-IH-H, 19 49 

( 1949 R7y 10 Tt) 5py RTU 56 % (TIT RfsiT RRT 5 3 $ 
3TOTT RTTO RTIRdRl TT RRTR RRPTT RTUfrR 

| < R?y ffTRifCTT RT OclgSdlVI RtfRTT RTr) ^ 

flffffRRTT Riy 'JUT 1 1 Rlt TTOTU ( 1 ) R7 TR5FST RfRRt RTR, 

197 2 R 28 RRRfy, 1973 TRfiT % «fy 

'TRTRTfzR Tltd f?rff|RR, R fRyftRRRR RT TPI 

?y»fy 1 

8/l/72-T[o yfy°/640j 
^-o RTjrfyRT, 'FR dfRR 1 


(Department of Banking) 

Neiv Delhi, the 27 th May 1972 

S.O. 2169.— In pursuance of Section 5 of the Indus- 
trial Finance— Corporation of India Act, 1948 (15 of 
1948), the Central Government hereby llxcs ihe mini- 
mum rate of annual dividend guaranteed by that Gov- 
ernment on the additional share capital of Rs. 1,65,40.0011 
to be Issued by the Corporation at four and a half 
per cent. 

[No. F.2(6)IF.I/72.1 
M. K. VENKATACHALAM, Jt. Secy. 
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sfan fronE 

Rf tarot, 27 Ef, 1972 

t?Eo Eta 2169 EREta EteEtfET taro fREE eMree, 

1 948 ( 1 948 SET 1 5 Ef ) Tf SIR! 5 % ERETE if %-S : E3T 
TOR ETl EERT EcETEE 1,65,40,000/- uta Tl ^Rf 
% EtaffTRE EERI RT, Rtfr fREE EERT RRt tata ERE, 
ETERI Tt ?EEEE ET Elf RR EfcRTE fEsrffTE RRRt | | 
[Eo tTRm 2(6) ETfo qRR 1 / 72 ] 
tTEo %o TJERTEHE, EERR EfRE I 


(Department Revenue and insurance) 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 13 th March 1972 

S.O. 2170. — It is hereby notified for general infor- 
mation that the institution mentioned below has been 
approved by Indian Council of Social Science Research, 
the prescribed authority, for the purposes of clause 
(iii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 ot the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), subject to the condition that the 
Institute would send an annual report of its activities 
and research programmes and also a statement of ac- 
counts of funds received under section 35(1) (iii) and 
their utilisation to the Indian Council of Social Science 
Research, New Delhi. 

INSTITUTION 

TATA INSTITUTE OF SOCIAL SCIENCE, BOMBAY 

[No. 57 No. F. 203/28/7,1-ITA.II.] 

TTRTE Eta Eta T fEETE 

eterr 

Ef tarot, 1 3 ETR, 1972 

tr^o Eto 217 0 EREIERH RE RTRREft % fRtT tT^- 

gro ez EfEEtarE taro rtet | tar eterr e^Tree, 

1961 ( 1961 EI 43 ) Et ETTI 35 Et ERETTI ( 1 ) % 
wur (i ; ‘.) % eetret % tanr, ta%r ErtaPFift, erete 
EEIR taETE ERECTOR EfTOR E fEJEtafRE ERTT RE 
EEEtEE RE HE T ERIE taTO f fT EFFETE ERE fRTO- 
EETRf EtR REEFER REERTO RE ElfRE ftatf ER 
RRT 3 5(l) ( iii ) % Esfta ETH ft fRfsuff % HRTET ER 
EE% "3EETE RE RE fEETH Et ERETE ERIE fZETE 
EEERTTE EftaE Ef tarot Rit EE I 

»o ^ 

ERTT 

ERT fRRTr ETE EWE ETREH, ERE I 

[Eo 57( ET°Eo 203/28/ 70/Erf o Rto tr-2] 

New Delhi, the 6 th April, 1972 

S.O. 2171.— It is hereby notified for general infor- 
mation that the institution mentioned below has been 
approved by Indian Council of Medical Research, the 
prescribed authority, for the purposes of clause (.i) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of the Income 'lax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961). 

INSTITUTION 

KASTURBA HEALTH SOCIETY, SEVAGRAM. 

[No. 71 No. F. 203/ 10/72-ITA.II.] 


ERUPT 

Rt taTOt, 6 ERE, 197 2 

ITEo Eto 2171. — EZETSTRE Et ETEERt % tal^ 
ITREsRI Ef Eta^fEE taTO HTET | fT ETERR EtaFREE, 
1961 ( 1961 RE 43) Et ERT 35 Et ETERI ( l) % 
tROR (ii) % EETEET % tarcr, tatafi ElfSTTRI, ERETE 
taffroHr ERE?ER RfroR ZRT fRTRtarfER EEET RR 
EREfRR RR taET RET I : 

ETET 

RE^TET |?E EtERRt, EEIRTE 

[Ro 71 (T[oEo 203/ 10/ 72-Elf o ata rr 0 — 2 ) ] 

S.O. 2172. — It is hereby notified for general infoiV 
mat’on that the institution mention -3 '! below has been 
approved by Indian Council of Social Science Research. 
New Delhi, the prescribed authority for the purposes 
of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of Ssclion 35 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

THE INDIAN INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT, 
CALCUTTA. 

[No. 72 F. No. 203/44/7 1-ITA.II.] 

tTEo Eto 2 1 72- — EEETERE Tt HTERRt % tafE 

>trrsrt er Eta^froi taro htet I tar eterr eWree, 

1961 ( 1961 RE 43) Tt STRT 35 TT ERERT ( l) % 
HER (iii) % EETEE'T % talE taf|R ETfETRt, EREtE 
ERIE fEETR ERE-EIR RfTER, R? tacRt RRT fRETfUtaiR 
E«RT RR EREtRR RR taEI RET | : 

E?ET 

ffoRER ^RtRER EIR> %RRER, TRRRTT 
[Eo 72 (TToRo 203/44/71-Erlo Rto I[o— 2 )] 

S.O. 2173. — In pursuance of the provisions of item 
(iv) of paragraph 13 of the Merged States (Taxation 
Concessions) Order 1949. read with clause (1) cf sub- 
section (2) of Section 297 of the Income-tax Act. 1961 
(43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Finance 
(Revenue Division) No. S.R.O. 1620, dated the 14th 
May, 1954, namely: 

In the Table annexed to the said notification in the 
entries relating to S. No. 68, in column 2, item (ii), re- 
lating to Jayamahal Palace, Bombay shall be omitted. 

LNo. F. No. 219/1/72-ITA-II.J 

S. N. NAUTIAL. Dy. Secy. 

2173 — ETERR EfEfREE, 196 1 ( 19 61 
RE 43) TVER! 297 TtET'JRT ( 2 ) % ERR (ff) % ETE 
Rf5R, tavfta THE ( RiRTETE RPR^Slt ftETER ) EtaR, 1949 
% E TT 1 3 R?T ER (;v) % ERETR E, %^ftE ETRET, ERR 
ETRET % tarT EE SEE (eRRE ERIE) R?t ERE? 1 4 Ef, 
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1 954 ft WfagUTT fo TR fff° Wo 1 6 20 R 
fffTOff ff T EPfl'lSE TUft &, W'fftff : — 

'JUT Wfff^THT Et EUTT HTTofT it. TE ET ° <_•; 3 ETirfaEff 
srffffcrfr it, etto e, eteftn tee, e eteFee 
et ( j j ) nror te ft epteT i 

[ETo 73 (TT Eo 219/l/72-Wlf° ft* rro-2)] 
rrfTo ETo EffTEPff, ET eNe I 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income Tax 

New Delhi, the 12 th May , 1972 

S.O. 2174. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iii) of clause 44 of Section 2 of the In- 
come-tax Act, 1901 (43 of 19fil) the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby authorises Shri T. K. V. Subrah- 
manyans who is a Gazetted Officer of the Central 
Government, to exercise the powers of a TaJt Re- 
covery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification, which supersedes Notifica- 
tion No. 122 (F. No. 404/107/71-ITCC ) , dated 19th 
April, 1972 is effective from 29th April, 1972. 

[No. 87 F. No. 404/67/72-ITCC.] 

(eteet w)e star far (tt it) 

WTETOE 

fft fccpft, TTEtW 1 2 e£, 19 72 
tJETo Wto 2l74WTEffE wfsjfffTE 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 

ET 43) ftETU 2 f^THT 44 fETTUE (jij) gRT TUff 
wfafffr TT TUt efrr fftff ETOTT, ft ft° f o fto 

ft ft fftr eret x f UETfaff wfaffrft 

£, ETT wfafETE % WfftE TE EEfft fffffTrfl ft Nffffff 
TT WeIt ERE % f<=ffT TT^prr TlfiTOff ERfft 1 1 

Eff wFTEWET ft WftTE'E'TT ET 0 12 2 Eo 40 4/ 

10 7/7itrrf fto Err o et° ep^e 19 wee, 1972 ft 

WffffTEE TUft f , 29 WEE, 1972 f EETEt £ I 

[ffc 8 7 (ffio ET 0 404/67/72 Wife fto ETto)] 
Neio Delhi, the 19th May 1972 

S.O. 2175. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iii) of clause (44) of Section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 

Government hereby authorises S/Shri S. M. S, 
Raghavan and U. G, Hangal who are Gazetted 
Officers of the Central Government to exercise the 
powers of Tax Recovery Officers under the said 
Act. 

2. This Notification which supersedes Notification 
No. 26 (F, No. 16/82/69-ITCC) dated 16th April, 
1969 shall come into force with effect from 22nd 
May, 1972. 

[No. 91 F. No. 404/194/72-ITCC.] 
A. K. NASTA, Under Secy, 
fff fteft, 19 Ef, 1972 

IJET° Wte 21 7 5 WTEEE wfafETE, 1961 (l961 
ET 43) ft ERT 2 % Ntr? ( 4 l) % EWR ( ij[) EERT 
TUT ufftflTT Stflff ERE gff %?fff ETWPC, E#ft 


VJ C t^q-o IT^O UWEE fk ft° fTE ft, ft f ftE 
ERETT % TNTTffff WffTORt f , EET Wfffff EE % WEtff ER 

ff^ft wfarifuff ft wffrfT et win tut % fw ^^nTr 

TTffTff TUft £ I 

E^WfffE5ET ftWfffETETTEfo (Eff° E° 16/82/69- 

WTfftEftEft) ElTEtU 16?k 19 69ft?rfrTfocrTTEft^, 

22 E$, 19 72 f WET $tft I 

[Elo 9 1 (ETo Efo 40 4/l 9 4/72-WTf 0 ifto ETt°Efto )] 
t[° f 0 ffTEffT, SETT ETfffff 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 18th May 1972 

S.O. 2176. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (q ) of sub-section (1) of section 27A of the 
Insurance Act, 1938 (4 of 1938) as applied to the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India by the 11 itillcation of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Economic Affairs) No. G.S.R. 734, dated 
the 23rd August, 1958, the Central Government hereby 
declares the debentures of the value of seven crores 
rupees issued in 1972 by the Industrial Credit and 
Investment Corporation of India Limited as approved 
investments for the purposes of the above section 

[No. F.51(40)-Ins.I/69-I.] 

(ttite^ tfk ffn ) 

fffffufir, lSffi 1972 

TTo WT 0 2 1 7 6 fUff srfafWT, 1938 ( 1938 TT 

4 ) ft uirr 2 7-T ft ( i ) f w (n) ^ett ff 

NRcT ETEffTT f fffrT (^tfsTT Ttf fffNTff) ft fflftN 

2 3 EPlTff , 1 95 8ftwrerg;ffffT ETO ETTo TTo fffo 7 34 3TET 

NRfftff ftffff ftffl fffffff ft Rr/r t, gJET TTff uffrfr TT 
fffET TUT Tff, ET ETIT, ?? ffl? ffij 

TTEftfUff URT TfTffT fffFffJff STO 197 2 f 
ETRT TET? 6 ft f f ffuffft ft TTUfff ffTET f JPU- 
ffffT f ffft[ fTTfr^d fffffffTdf f UT ff Xfcsfc TffffJTTT 
ftfffff TEft | I 

[ETo'TTo 51 (40) - Wtffl-l/69-l] 

S.O. 2177. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (j) of sub-section (1) of section 27B of the 
Insurance Act, 1938 (4 of 1938), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby declares the debentures of the value of 
seven crores rupees issued in 1972 by the Industrial 
Credit and Investment Corporation of India Limited 
as approved investments for the purposes of the above 
section. 

[No. F.51 (40) Tns.I/69-II.] 
R, K. MAHAJAN, Dy. Secy. 

TTo WTo 21 77 ftffT STfafaffiT, 1938 (l938 TT 
4 ) ft ffPT 27-N ft TTOTEJ ( l) f (n) 3TET 
Uffrff ET 3TTTT TUT |T, ffjftff ETETTE, T?FfJTU fFffT 
tit? ^EUTE TKdYtviT WTO fffritff fTET 1972 ff 

TETffff ETRT TTtff Urf f TJyff f M'TOU ft STUffT 'JUT 

f ffftffft % ffff wfffrfTT Mrorfr f ur f tetstte 
ftfffff teeFt ^ 1 

[ETo Tl° 51 (40)-ftffr-l /69-2 
WtEo f 0 TffTNT, ET ETFt T l 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance; 

Now Delhi , the 1 st July 1972 

S.O. 2178, —In pursuance of sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 12 and silb-rulc (T) of rule 24 read with rule 34 
of the Central Civil Services (Classification Control^ Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President hereby makes the following further amendments 
in tho notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue) No. S.R.O. 612, dated the 28th Feb- 
ruary, 1957; namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification:— 

(a) In Part II, General Central Service, Class III, after the existing entries under the heading ‘Income-tax Department’ 1 , the 
following entries shall be added, namely:— 


Description of Post 


Appointing Authority 


Authority competent to impose 
penalties and penalties which it 
may impose (with reference to 
item numbers in rule 11 ) 


Authority 


Penalties 


Appellate Authority ' 


Posts attached to the Additional Assistant Commissioner of In- 


Commissioner of Income-tax. 


come-tax (Headquarters) 
or 

Income-tax Officer 
(Headquarters) 

(us the case may be).) 


Assistant Commis- All 
sioner of Income-tax 
or 

Income-tax Officer 
(Headquarters) 

(as the case may be). 


Additional Commissioner of 
Income-tax. 


(b) In Part III, General Central Service, Class IV, after the existing entries under the heading “Income-tax Department", the 
following entries shall be added, namely: — 


Posts attached to the Additional 
Commissioner of Income-tax. 


Assistant Commissioner of 
Income-tax (Headquarters) 
or 

Income Tax Officer 
(Headquarters) 

(as the case maybe). 


Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax 
or 

In come-tax Officer 
(Headquarters) 

(as the case may be.) 


All Additional Commissioner of 
Income-tax. 


[No. F. 122 / 20 / 70 -Ad. IX.] 
L.S.P. SARATHY, Under Secy. 


Pwrn) 

•T$ feevft, I A£At£, 1972 

VTo WTo 2l78. — 4i'-s|q ptpH Hdl (d' | fT+ f IJ l, M'fN ) fAAA, 1965% fdAb 34 % HPT tISA fdq-H 

9 % - ft (A H A ( 2), fAAA 12 % TAfAAA ( 2) % ADT (*r) AYt fAAA 24 % AA-fAAA 24( l)% AtJAHA A, AHA HT- 

5FTTT % fAH AATAA (TDPA fAHTA ) At AfWTAAT Ao AAo fA° Afo 612, ArfPT 28 ACkT, 1 9 5 7 A P/T^HT fAFA%f%A 

Ak ASTtHA TAT f, AAIf[: — 

ATT AffHJAAT %T AAH/^T A : — 

(t) ATA 2, HTOTHA T v ?tA HAT AA 3 A, “aTA-TT fAHTA” % ATT fAAAFA Af=|f r -TAT % AAATtJ Pit-dRlRad 
AfAfkAT AtAt ATTnft, AATA : — 

tfA TT A°TA fAAl%T AlfSfTTTT AlfATAt aFa / if r IA AAA % Ft 11 , ABTA AtfTvf TlftmFt 

STIFsTARF A*k # AIFtAAI fw Af ( FAAA 

1 1 %T AT A SIT AT % tFaFa^A A) 

AfirdfAA AT H%AT 


Fa a far aiFatatT 


ATftmfT 


^Ilft-dAT 


(1) (J) 

ATT ATA-TT A PITA A AA^A AT H^TAT APT-TT ATA)AA 

(HWTA) AT ATA-TR 
Afemk (iJAAPTA 
(AArfHAfA) 


HATAA AT ATT 
AWAA AT ATAAR 

aFaTiFT ( t^sAT AA ) 
(trqifPAfA) 


AAT ATA-AR APPfA 
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(iw) 'ATT 3, »rraTTUT T-ffT JRr, W -4 FT, "dT'TTT frAPl” sfYqqi % fTSTTlT % T^TTT, farTfafarT 

qfqf^qr vir?) -JfrTrcfr, qqid : — 

• + ' 


(l) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) 



E^rqqr srpr-qiT srrqqci 



qqr qTq-qrr qrqrT 


(tjwwq) qTurq-TT 

mTTT qr srrq- 




sqftFFTfl (^qqFPT) 

qiT srfyqiiO 




( ^ ) 

(qtsqr^q) 

(qqTfrqfr) 




[JT° SiTo 122 / 20/7 0 - 5 TRTT o 9 . ] 
Uyfo nTfo 'fto ifTTsft, sm 


("Department of Economic Affairs ) 

New Delhi, ihe 28 th June 1972. 

. S.O. 2179. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of the Indian CoinngeAct, 1906 (3 of 1906), the Central Government 
mcreby determines that — 

(a) coins of the following denominations shall also be coined at the Mint Tor issue under the authority of the Central 

Government of the occasion ol the 25th Anniversary of India's Independence in August, 1972, namely:. — 

(i) Ten Rupees, 

(ii) Fifty Paise; 

(b) die coins of the above denominations shall conform to the following dimensions, designs and composition, namely: — 


Denomination of the coin. Shape and outside diameter. Nunmber of serra- Metal composition 

tions. 


Ten Rupees Circular; 39 millimetres 180 Quarternery alloy; Silver 50% Coppei- 

40% — ■ Nickel 5;,, and Zinc 5%. 

Fifty Paise Circular; 24 millimetres 205 (Security Edged) Cupro-nickel ; Copper 75% and Nickel 

■yc 0/ 

2 5 /a • 


Designs: 

Ten Rupees — Obverse. — The obverse side of the coin shall bear the Lion Capital of the Ashoka Pillar flanked on the left upper 
periphery with the word “ ” iti Hindi and on the right upper periphery with die word “INDIA” in English. It shall also 

bear the denominational value “10” in international numerals flanked on the left lower periphery with the Word “ ” in Hind 1 

and on the right lower periphery with die word “Rupees” in English. 

Reverse — The reverse side of the coin shall depict two youths (a man and a woman) the man holding the national Flag aloft with 
the Parliament House in the background. The years 1947-72 in international numerals shall appear on the left lower periphery. 
The figures “25” in international numerals followed by the words “ ^ j^r^q" ^74^- ” in Hindi shall appear on the right 

upper periphery. 

Fifty Paise — -Obverse. — The obverse side of the coin shall bear the Lion Capital of Ashoka Pillar flanked on the left upper 
periphery with the word “ ” in Hindi and on the right upper periphery with the word “INDIA” in English. Il shall also 

bear the denominational value “50” in international numerals flunked on die left lower periphery with the word” ”in Hindi 

ifyid on the right lower periphery with die word “Paise" in English. 

Rtwerse . — The reverse side of the coin shall depict two youths (a man and a woman), the man holding the national flag aloft with 
the Parliament House in the background. The years 1947-1972 in international numerals shall appear on the left lower periphery. 
The figures “25” in international numerals followed by the words “ ^ . ^qfft ” 111 Hindi Rhall appear on the right upper 


periphery. 

2. Tnis notification shall come into force on the 1st day of July, 1972. 

(WTFW VTq faDTHT) 


[No. F. 1 / 2 / 71 -Coin (i)] 


Tt 28 1972 

VT 0 WT 0 2179. — ITT faTTT-fTHTf qftlftRF, 1906 ( 1 906 qft SITU 6 gTFT TTT Trfcpff TT jJTT, 

d 4 °m t ctfr^gm q^ Proffer T _77 fl' o : — 


(Ti) To 1972 ii I '»TKT^‘ 2 STf ?qiq^q 3iq?f) % TFTS-Tq T, ETTU ^ RlFtf ITT % TnrJqrr} 

Pi t-qfn ParT t qqrr 

(i) 5RT 

(ii) ; 
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(<?) htto fan? n wr, fa?Rd Hfa ??m sh spftt fart : — 


fa# ?7T *J?H 

HTTTT *ftT 
s?TH 

?n?f wr 

ttlij =hi •I’lHl 

?h ?fa 

H xi i'll K 3 9 pH Pd - 

180 

??Utrr 


iff?? 


?t?t 50 5T%?Rr, 'TTHT 40 HpRIfT, 




5 ?Pnn'H sfR f*r?7 5 srfdwixi 

THTH 'tt 


205 

jh xl Pfpbt, df'ti 7 5 qfdHd ‘ill x PfiPef 


24 frrPrifrTT: 

(tofM ^ ) 

25 Tfdifl? 1 


ftfSTTSW : 

3W W — WOJW WTH : — 

, fa?% % ?Tpysr hr (sfarctf hr?) if wftr *?th n fn? hRi wfa nr% ?tnf «ffa *pY 3?rft Tfrftr % qm 
if f^fr if "hpw” HRTHTTpff^fa^OT'ft'rfifHif^^if “INDIA" srs?ffRi th% ?pff hr fanR qfrfa if ?rt- 
wf if ^ t^"i o” srk if h*? ‘fafa” $>tt hR ? uff ht t # fwft qfvfa if ?nRft h "Rupees’' h*? ?iht 

<j «5 hr : 

fa# hr fas ^HRijHvRrcHHH^^HfHHfeiHlcft it ^th if ttoR e^r 

f^^pTT i hr! ?R R fa-far fa-fa ir imi:?#!? far ir "1947-1972" fa ?fa I gfaf «fi pc R fafar ir, HR?fafa 
fat "25’’ % HR “R *?Tfa? ^PT?ft’ ' ST*? faf I 

q?ra ?H — JRHR hr : 

fa# % hrir hr h wftr rrh «n% tfR *ft ffar ^t*rr hR ?rfa hR fa 3?rfa fafa % qm #' h "hftt” 

^ “INDIA” H*?fan 1 omff mr *i?r Rr^rsft ’TfrfEr % ^ '«T^TT I rc^p!T srfa 

3 fa# hi h<r “50 ” fa? ffaft h hr "3%” fa T ?Rt fa? fa f?fat fafar ir fa-fa ir “Paise’' si*t fanr 1 

<j«5 Kim : 

fa# % TO HR if Rp JJRP fa? rnp ?fat TT ffa RHT fa? RIT HHT H?H fa 'TO' Hfa H#T fafa T? ifTH if ?T#R 
tHRffasfaT I fat fa? fa fa?fa fafar fa 4 FtKP-^H fafa if “1947-1972” fa fR I Tlfa fa? fa 3Rfa qRfa if HR- 
Tft^fa fa “25“ % hi? "*ff p?t#r fafa” h®? #fa 1 

2. w, fafajRT, tjfaf 1972% hhh f?HH if vfi\fafa 1 

[rff rnpo 1/2/7 1-qiR?? (1)] 

S.O. ai8*»- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of section 21 read with section 7 of ihe Indian Coinage Act 
1906 (3 of 1906), the Central Government hereby makes the following rules, namely:— 

1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These rules may be called the Indian Coinage Rules, 1 972. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 1st day of July, 1972. 

2. Standard weight and remedy allowed. — The standard weight of the following coins coined under the provisions of section 
6 of the Indian Coinage Act, 1 906 (3 of 1906) and the remedy allowed in the making of such coir.s shall be as specified below: — 


Denomination Weight Remedy allowed 





in composition 

in weight 

Ten Rupees 

. 

. 22-50 
grammes 

Two thousandth plus or minus 
for Silver i.e. the Silver con- 
tent could vary from 498 to 
502 per thousand. 

i/iooth plus or minus i.e. the 
weight could vary from 22.275 
grammes to 22.725 grammes. 

Fifty Paisc 


. 5.0 grammes 

One hundredth plus or minus 
both for Copper and Nickel i.e. 
copper could vary from 74 to 
76 per cent and nickel from 26 
to 24 per cent. 

i/40th plus or minus *.e. tho 
weight could vary from 4.875 
grammes to 5,125 grammes. 


[No. F, 1/2/71-Coin (ii)J 


A. . MUKHHRJBE, py. Secy. 
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vi 0 trio 218 0 . — TTTftr frwT TftTfrvT. 1906 ( 1 906 vt tflu < j ) % <a u « 7 % tpt T fer <s ,j s 21 %^ TV'<a u « ( 1 ) 
5KT stttt sifenilr vt tttt visf %^t *hvk, tt? jttt fan It fad frw vTrfr | TTfa : — 

1 . iffa'A 5TfTV WlT STTWST. — ( l)?ff fh'VTf Tt WT^tVt fTTVf ®Tlt fTVTFpft, 1972 VfT VTTVT I 

( 2) *1 f^FTJT Tfpft 1972TTP{^tV I 

2. STTW%V fft^r WIT VTTFT7T TfTjTV — TKdl4 frWl mrt vfcrfTTT, 1906 ( 1 906 VTtftTTT) % NW 6 % TTVTjf % 
wftr an^r *tf Pn^rfw ftmrf vr srmfwTV tit sffr frwf % farfr t t^tt qfi^R tfr% fTfer f^rr tnr % sfjtit 
5tvr : — 


w^tt ifr^n: 



TTT 

fTTV T 

TTT ?f 

TT WIT 

22. 50 

Tirt % TF4TJ if fpfK 3ff TTT Slfw T1 

l/lOOjsrfWTTVTWfff TtTlr 22. 2 75 


HIT 

vrwfr ^TTTT tTffffTTT 498 

TTT T 22.725 TTT W # ^ 



^ 5 02 W ^ ft TTtfr | 1 

TVdf I 1 

WTT TTI 

5.0 HIT 

din Ttr fTTT TtfiT T TVS T TfdT TTT 

l/40 Tfw TT VT TTirf cftT T 4. 875 


Tfw TT VT TTfd TT# ^'74% 76% 
W Sftr favn T 26 % 24% W vY 
VF«T$ Weft | I 


TIT Jr 5. 125 TTT W Vf 
■ Weft % I 


[dW OTo 1 / 2/7 l-TPTYv(ii)] 

(To %o TEjoff, tt-tPtv 1 


CENTRAL. BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income Tax 

New Delhi , the 15t/i September 1971 

S.O. 2181,'— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 121 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 19611, the Centrul Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby makes the following amendment to 
the Schedule appended to its notification No 20 
(F. No. 55/162-IT), dated the 30th April, 1D63 pub- 
lished as S.O. 1293 on pages 1454-1457 of the Gazette 
yjf India, Part II Section 3sub-section (ill dated the 
'11th May, 1963 as amended from time to time, 

Against 15A Kanpur, a ( new item is added in 
column 3 as under: — 

“31. Fatehpur." 

This notification shall come into force with effect 
from 9th August 1971. 

[No. 275/F. No. 187/14/79-IT(AI).l 

fcaftar st?tt vr aft* 

ttvtr 

fft fTT-Tf, 1 5 fTTFRi, 1971 

IJT° VTTo 2181 .-TTTVT TfrlffTT, 1961 ( 1961 
VI 43) VY TFT 1 2 1 vt TTTPT ( 1 ) f RT VSTT SlfTTlY 


VI 5 rsft*T h'Tf grr, VRTT TTFiT TRT % 7 TTW, 

TTftTT 11 Tf, 1963, TTT 2, (spry 3, TTOt? (ij) % 
9[C5 1454-1457 IT VTo TT° 1293 % VT if TVTfw. 

w ttt tt TTirrYfur, tttY To 20 (v° 

TO 55 / 1 / 62 -sriv) fnfRT 30 T^T, 1963 % TT^ffTT- 

^fY T fffRfrfvff TWWT WT % I 

1 5V VT'TT< % TTVY, HTT 3 Jf frtfef fff TT 
Tiff fff | : — 

“31 V^TT l" 

9-8-71 l 

[To 2 7 5/9)10 To 187/ 14/7 0-TToVo ((T j)] 


New Delhi, the 9th November 1971 

S.O. 2182. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion(i) of Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the 
following amendments to the Schedule appended to its Notifica- 
tion No. 20 (F. No. 55 /i/ 6 z-IT)j dated the 30th April, 1963 
published as S.O, 1203 on pages 1454-1457 of the Gazette o 
India, Part-11, Section 3, sub-section (ii) dated ittfi May^ 
7963 as amended from lime to time, } 
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[Part II— 


i. Existing entries tinder columns (i), (2) and (3) agnin9t 
S. Nos. 7, 7B and 7C shall be substituted by the following entries : 


Income-tax Head Quarters^. Jurisdiction 

Commissiners 


1 


2 


3 


7. Delhi-I 


7B. Delhi-II 


New Delhi. 


1. Distt. VIII, New Delhi. 

2. Distt. X, New Delli. 

3. Company Circles II, 
III, VII, X, XII, XIII, 
XIV, XV, XVI &XIX, 


New Delhi. 

4. Speical Circles, III, 
IV, &X, New Delhi, 

5. Salary Circles, New 
Delhi. 


6. Private Salary Circles, 


New Delhi, 

7. Estate Duty-«t»i- 
Income Tax Circle, 


New Delhi, 


New Delhi. r. Distt. IV, New Delhi* 

2. Distt. V, New Delhi. 

3. Distt. VI, New Delhi. 
1. Companies Circles I, 

IV, V, VI, VII, IX, 
XI, XVII, XVIII, 

XXI & XXII, New 
Delhi. 

5. Special Ciiclcs, I, I 
(Addf), II, II (Addl). 
VI, VI, (AddD&VII, 
New Delhi. 


7C. Haryana, New Delhi. 

Himachal Pra- 
desh & Delhi 
III 


r. Distt. II, New Delhi. 

2. Special Circles V, & IX, 
New Delhi. 

3. Evacuee Circle, New 
' Delhi. 

4. All income taxTCircles, 
Wards or Districts in 
Haryana. 

5. All Income-tax Circles, 
Wards or Districts in 
Himachal Pradesh- 


2. After the existing S. No. 7C, the following shall be added. 

7D. Delhi- IV New Delhi. 1. DiBtt I, New Delhi. 

2. Distt. Ill, New Delhi. 

3. Distt. VII, New Delhi. 

4. Distt. IX, New Delhi, 

5. Special Circle-VIII, 
New Delhi. 

6. Refund Circle New 
Delhi. 

7. Foreign Section, 

New Delhi., 


This notification shall take effect from 9 November, rg7i. 

[No. 303/F.N0. 187/8/7 i-IT(AI)] 


F? 9 HFW, 1971 

ttTjo ?fT° 2182. — 1961 ( 1961 

tffr 43) Tt Sim 121 ( 1 ) 3KT 5TTTT xiPttldl 

spi SpfFT tfiTrT FU" Ft#, '-Hf<F % TDIW, 

WFT 2 , 3 , (ji), 11 F# 1963 


«J®5 FFFT 1454-1457 TT FF° W° 1293 % FF F 
FFfffsTF *n*fV StfalJFFT F ° 2 0 (FToFe 5 5/l/62-FTo 

wo ) , 30 si#f, 1963 ft ifr fff im ft ffi 

FFTfijF FFtFF | I 

1 . W ITo 7, 7-U, sflx 7-H, % FTF% Wff ( 1 ) , 
( 2 )wk (3)%^ ^fastrFTFFfaftffFT ffftfffiTftrcr 
Ffaferit FfffFFTfFF FI^Ft 


SIR-FIT WRFF 

<a 

FfvTrfTTr 

I 

2 

3 

7- fevfr-I 


1- fWT 8, F# fteFt 1 


2 - f^lvl I 1 0 , F$ Ptvvil I 

3 - sgrqyft 2 , 3 , 7 , 

10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 

1 6 Fir 1 9 Ff fccSrr I 

4 - Ffer, 3 , 4 , 
5 fk 1 0 , F$ fcevft I 

5- FFF tif+vt, F# fet-vfl I 

6 - W tffF Ff%F, 
F# f'i'd'ft I 

7- F^FFT-STeFI FF ?TR- 

WC F# I 

7 -F T for#t-II F# 1 - fjpdl 4 , ff# fcprvf) I 

2 - fW 5 , F$ fevfT I 

3 - fWT 6 F# ftvFt I 

4 - FTFFV F[*h <4 1 , 4 , 

5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 17, 
18, 21 sfhT 22 I 

5 - fWF Ff%H, 1, 1 

(srfFlr'rcr), 2, 2 
wrarfeff, e, 6 («rfr- r 
fr^cl)trtT 7 F# fa'fft 1 

7-F jrfUTWT, ffi feffl 1 - fvTHT 2 , F? faevft I 

fjjFiw 5 fk 

fojsftlll 

2 fttfv FfavT, 5 

9 , F# fevft I 

3- STWFf Ff%H, 
F# fFvvft I 

4 - (JRftFT Sr FNtWFT- 
F>T Ff°h<r, FT? FT I 

5 - frf/HNF F*F F F'*fr 

FTF- FT FlW, FT? 
FT I 
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1 2 3 


2- fa^tPIFT H 0 7'if % H 'jflcT ji n^*i F r— 

7-Y fif fac# 1- f3PTT 1, H i I 

2- ftraT 3, M | 

3- Hj1«I 7, *T$ Pt-4Y I 

4- fast I 9, ff"f I 

5- faW HftfiST 8, ?r^ fefPr I 

6 - jtPt^w Hi | 

7- faM IfiJ^TPT, fit | 

qfsrftpg^TT 9W, mifiJUTifif^Fft 1 

[fio 3 03/151° fi° 1 87/s/ 7 1-STTo (tt ])] 
N<iu Delhi, the 5th January, 1972 

S. O. 2183. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 

(I) of Section 121 of the income-tax Act, 1061 (43 of 1961) and 
in partial modification of their Notification No. 270/1971 of even 
number dated the 10th September, 1971 and No. 311/1971 dated 
the 9th November, 1971 the Central Board of Direct Taxes here- 
by direct that the entrie^under columns 2 & 3 against Serial No. 
26 in the Annexure ‘A’ appended to the Notification No. 238/1971 
of even number dated the 1st September, 1971 (since substituted 
by aforesaid Notification dated the 10th September, 1971) would 
with effect from the 12th December, 1971 be read as under: — 


SI. 

No. 

Commissioner of Income 
tax 

Additional Commissioner 
of Income-Tax. 

26 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal. 

Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax, Madhya 
Pradesh, Bhopal. 


[No. to/F.No. 187/8/71-IT (AI)] 
B. BADHAVAN, Under Secy. 


fitftyvft, 5 5R2T$, 1972 

^To Wfo 2183. — trftrp-rw, 1 96 1 ( 1961 
«fiT 43) "ft OTTT 121 tftfifiHKl ( l) 3TU SRefi iftfififif 

tfiT ^nrY^T 'fit.rl ^ $fPc ■S’l't’) 'jtfl ¥rfltrr <nvfl crrfttsr i o 

ffifir$ i, 1 97 1 4it IT 270 / 1971 *fk fflfttsT 

9 fifiTfiT, 1971 srftf^TT #0 311/1971 VTTTeT: 
'd'tl'rtftd *t> SRtrSfTRTT ffi^al 

tfiT $ fti filfl RSfiT filftt filfftl 1 felHT, 1971 
"fit Edfa^fifiT #0 2 5 8/ 197 1 (fit filftu 1 0 

1 97 1 =ft yrfafi wftrgw am srffifmfofi *ft h$ f ) ft 

if W it o 26 % (u*ift ‘-'T 2 41*1 < 3 % 41 u 
tftfifftfcjfiT 1 2 ftfTRT, 197lfrrHMM'tiK'Tft5mftft : — 


tfio fto 5TRfiTT 

4PR 41PTTT STlfTel 

1 2 

3 

26. STFFfiT WJtffT, 




[ft° 1 0 / (fijo #0 

1 87/8/7 1-*TT$ €t (it l)] 


sfto tmrsFi. twi rM 1 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 18 th April 1872 

S.O. 2184, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (i) of clause (b) of sub-section ( 2 ) of 
section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958, (44 of 
1958), read with sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of the National 
Shipping Board Rules, I960: the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri M. G. Pimputkar as a member 
representing the Central Government in the National 
Shipping Board, in place of Shri S. K. Datta, and 
makes the following amendment in the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Shipping 
and Transport (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 600 dated 
the 24th January, 1972, namely: — 

In the said notification, in the entry against Serial 
No. 8 , for the words "Shri S. K. Datta , the words 
“Shri M. G. Pimputkar”, shall be substituted. 

[No. 37-MD(l)/72.] 
B. K. SAHI, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 
(Directorate of Estates) 

New Delhi, the 31st May 1972 

S.O. 2185. — In pursuance of the provisions of rule 45 
of the Fundamental Rules, the President hereby makes 
the following amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of 
Health and Family Planning and Works, Housing 
and Urban Development (Department of Works, 
Housing and Urban Development) No. S.O. 1762 dated 
the 26th April, 1969, namely: — 

In the said notification, for item (vi), the following 
item shall toe substituted, namely:— 

"(vi) for S.R. 317 B- 8 , tho following shall be 
substituted, namely: — • 

S.R. 317-B — Maintenance of separate pool for lady 
officers: 

(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in these 
rules, a pool of residences for allotment to lady offi- 
cers (hereinafter in this rule referred to as tho said 
pool) other than those who are married and whose 
husbands are eligible for allotment of accommodation 
under these rules, shall be maintained. 

(2) Lady officers shall be entitled to allotment of 
accommodation in the said pool in the type next below 
the type to which they are entitled under the provi- 
sions of SR. 317-B-5 except those who are entitled to 
type II as in their case the allotment shall be made 
in the entitled typo, 

(3) The number and the type of residences to be 
placed in the said pool shall be determined by the 
Government from time to time. 

(4) The inter sc seniority of the lady officers eligi- 
ble for allotment of residences in the said pool shall 
be determined according to their priority dates." 

This notification shall come into force op the first 
day of March, 1972. 

[No. F.12033(9)/71~Pol.(II),] 
R. B. SANENA, 

Dy. Director of Estates (Policy), 

fftfiftir wthw ftmwri 
(RFfifiT fatsrmn) 

fit fowft, 31 fif, 19 72 

WtTe flTo 218 5. — TTJTRr, tJyT ffififi % ffifiiT 4 5 

%■ RfifiRti % ft, RTtfi fK+K % ' 3 /ffiftf 
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tsfR q fw i fEEfrrE eet fEEfa titeto Ek eet faw 
ustoe (fEEK eteto sfo eet fwE f&m) % wfa- 

gEETEo *FTo ET° 1762 EI^ET 26-4-1969 t HdsSl <J 

fT Hfafira e'e^ee ^ ?, smfa : — 

EEE EfafjEET if (vi) T FETE ET fETO- 

ftrfer et TrfEFETfTE ^rrJnfr, ee^ : — 
"(vi) W[o fro 3 17-^- 8 ?*TPT ET 
fETOpH P? E EfdTElfTTT fW ET^EI, 
EEf^ : — 

?IE° fEo 317->5r-8 EpTOT ’TfW+lRTTt % 
f^ftT 5T5T-nr ^[E TUT ETET 

1. *r ftprof Jr PtEft ete %■ grr e>, $Et *rf^ET 

yfim Pro f % f^DT ^ft faEifpr | srtr fEE% 
qfcT ^ Pruff % wsflE ETO-Efwt % eteee 
% tut $, Efgror ^rfsnrnftTff *Ft ete^e % 
ftrtT fEETOEEHT TT T(T $E (ftr^r SE f’EGT 

if $e% mm e«fe ^e rmi), ret 
ei^et 1 

2. ee trf^ srfrrenfGif % fturm 5ft ere- 2 *st 

| fEE% ewe Jr eteee f TrER sin 
if fw ^nrnrTn, trf^ET srfsr^rtt ew if 
ETO-gfw % oteee % fair ^ ^ 
Ht% % ere dff ^eer 5>ft ftmft f 

EE^W fEET 31 7-E-5 % EEEEff % ElftE 

?w i 1 

3 . eee i je if fEET^ *fk {eto sdr % Petto te 

5TR'if RRT EEERE EWE EEE EEE ET 

I 

4. E4E IE if PtEfE WEf % ETEEE Tp ETE E%TT 
EfETEfElf # TRET tE^ET TT EEERE 
EEEit jf%EET r t I ft 'iff % EEER f%ET 
ETifET l” | 

E$ Efa^(EET ETE, 1972 T^ff ET$E 

vt sre $nfr I 

[Eo qEo/l2033( 9)/71-TV (II)] 

TTO EEI^T ETOET EtTTT, ET fTRiT (*01%) 

New Delhi, the 1 th August 1972’ 

8. O. ai86. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
ettiom 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occ- 
upants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Centra] Government hereby 
appoints the officers mentioned in column (il of the table below 
«dng gazetted officers of Government, to be estate officers for the 
purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred 
and perform the duties Imposed on the estate officers, by or under 
iha said Act, within the locallimits of their respective Jurisdiction 
tn respect of the Public premises pccified in the corresponding 
entry in column (2) of the said table. 


The Table 


,(i) 


(2) 


1. District Manager, Telephones, 4 Premises under the admi- 

Poona. I nistnivc control of the 

2. Divisional Engineer, PhoneB | Posts & Telegraphs 

III, Ahmedabad. i» Department situated 

3. District Manager, Telephones, J within the local limits 

Posts & Telegraph Depart- | of their respective juris- 
ment, Kanpur. j diction. 

4. Executive Engineer, Town- Premises belonging to, 

ship Division, Farakka Barrage or taken on lease by, or 
Project. on behalf of the Farakka 

Barrage Project in 
Murshidabad District in 
West Bengal and In the 
Santhal ParganaB in 
Bihar. 

j. Executive Engineer, Left Bank Premises belonging 40 
Barrage Division. Farakka Bar- or taken on lcae by, of 

rage Project. on behalf of the 

Farakka Barrage Project 
in Malda District in 
West Bengal. 


6. Special Director of Inspection, Premises belonging to 
DirectoratcofSupplies&Dis- or taken on lease or 
posal*, Calcutta. requisitioned by, or on’ 

behalf of the Central 
Government falling 
within the territorial 
jurisdiction of Kulti, 
P. S. Sub Registry 
Asansol and Asansol 
Court District Bur- 
dwan and which arc 
under his administra- 
tive control. 


7. The Principal , College of Nurs- Premises belonging to, or 
ing, New Delhi. taken on lease or requi- 

sitioned by, °r on behalf 

of the Ministry of Health 
& Family Planning and 
which are under the 
administrative control 
of the Principal College 
of Nursing, New Delhi 


8, Executive Engineer, Commu- Premises belonging to, 

nication Division. Beas Dam, or taken on lease by, 
Talvvara Township, Punjab — and under the adminis- 

State, trative control of t£c 

Beas Construction 
Board, in the Himachal 
Pradesh State as well as 
Punjab State. 

9. Senior Deputy Acountnnt- Public premises under the 

General (Administration ),Offlce administrative control 
of the Accountant-General . of the Accountant Gen- 
Rajasthan, Jaipur. era), Rajasthan, 

and situated within the 
local limits of his 
jurisdiction. 


10. Senior Deputy Accountant- 
General (Headquarters), Office 
of the Accountant-General, 
Posts and Telegraphs, 
New Delhi 


Premises under the Admi- 
nistrative control of the 
Accountant - General, 
Posts & Telegraphs at 
Delhi, New Delhi. 


11. Collector of General 
Patna, Bihar, 


Excise, Public premises under the 
administrative control 
of the Embassy of India, 
Kathmandu, atRnxaul. 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12, 1972 /SRAVANA 21, 1894 


3135 


1 


2 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


12. Officcr-in-Charge, Vehicle 
Factory, JabaJpyr. 


Premisea belonging to, or 
taken on lease, or requi- 
sitioned by, or on be- 
half of the Ministry of 
Defence and which arc 
under administrative 
control. 


13. Senior Deputy Accountant- Public premises under the 
General, (Administration). administrative control 

Office of the Accountant- of the Accountant- 

General, Madhya Pradesh, Genera), Madhya pra- 
Gwalior. desh and which are 

situated within the local 
limits of his jurisdiction. 


[No. F. 2ion(4)/66-POL. IV,] 

R. B. SAXENA, 
Dy. Director of Estates 
and ex-Officio Under Secretary 


qf froft, 7 mrur, 1972 

TI o W 0 2 1 8 6 — vftr 'TpGR ( 5 WTf«licf srflRTtfqqf 
Tt q'SUUff) wPsrfTEPq, 1971 ( 1971 TT40) Tt ETDT 
3 £KT TTvT uriwff TT Spffq TUf RTTR, tff% 

Tf rrmif % Ttinr ( 1 ) if qRq vfiPfrrfm'f qit, 3 ft Rim: 
% TmrrfeFr wfimf f, qqq srfitfqmT % spfmf % Pbu 
mm srffeTTrfr % <*q if qqqqm fmjqq Tuff %, uft qqq 
RTTTfflr^nRT ( 2 ) ifqft wfr 

qfT^nflr % rnmy Jr smff w ff ^arTfurr qff urrqrq 
Tfpqrof % vff?pr, mr srfqfqmr am m wsfa mru 
'qfmpTPurf tT qm iqfqqqr tt mm qfJqf, *ffy qq qy 

VftJTTfrT T#5tff TT TTvFT TUT I 

TTtpff 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


5. TT^TmT 

qqj TT SfTT^r firsfUFT, 

qmrTT mq qf T - 

tf l tl d I I 

6 . feJTT fqftmr-fq^- 

UTT, #r TffT mR 
fH^ETvBT, TvfTvTI I 


7 . TrtrFrrTpf Trvif 

h ( 51^41 leftl, *T^ 

fcvvft I 


Tfruff TTTTPr % nFTTT 
f^PST if TiTW 
TfUTf^FTT % TT qfi% am, 
m qrrrf sfR Jr if qq fmr 
qrr qfrfrr i 

tttttt % tt am 
m qqrr [ifk Jr qf qq 
fJrrf qt* sr srfm^fq qfyrR 
vff jveff, tffottrr 0 mr- 
qfmff, srRurrfPT sffa; 
mrurafftr fmr rbttvPT 
antm mZfwv wfk- 
TTfurr % tTUPfakffif ¥ 
*ftr vft qff% STtntifHT 
fJpT^’rr ^f $ I 

Trnmr qfmT fmqfTsnr 
mwmq % *tt qq^r am 
tt qqqff my Jr qf qq; 
frnr ffit in wrffrt[pfffT 
TfJrR 'iff TVRTTPT, qq- 
mf RfrftrarraTT, Tf fapvff 
% TWTfffiTT ffRRRT if 

t ' 


8 . TPfqTTT 

rfTR T'tTFT, mfT 
WTW, rTTdTTT UTT- 
fWT, 851 K TM I 


*nq fqqfur affy % qr qq% 
fruT^ wfr # qf Ty 
rVn* tpt qfyny ^ff 
5 t^t Tmr «fk trtsrm rmr 
if TrmrrfdT Ttww 
if 1 1 


1. f^rmT^tTtF f ytfftpFT TPfTrTTT f^fTBT % q9TTTTfm 


•SPT i 

2. 'd 11 i ^'■Tflfuq i, ffipr 

III, TT^RdKIT 

3. fmT STTTtTT, 3vff TFr 

Trffi-TT'T fTum, TTT- 

3^» 

4. mrTFTT mfffdtTT 

JRTTftPT f # 5 FT, 
qrum «t *m qfr- 
TUFTT 


if % trfyrry tyr 

^rrr srTfr wfr Tfsr- 
Trfun Tf y^rffT Trftmff 
T »jfrR fi«TtT f ; 


TfUTtft ^«TM % Jjf^KNK 
fspy if ?rfy 
TUFTT if tRyyyrr 

trffyffjFTT TT 5 TTT 

trr TFrir my Jr qf tt 

fHtr tpr qfrqy | 


9. ijq-q^MMiqrw 

(qunqq) R^rntTr- 
9 T$r qq TPrfmr, 
tmttft, Tnpjy i 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 12th April 1972 

S.O. 2187. —In. exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), tho Central Government hereby constitutes a 
Labour Court with headquarters at Simla tor the 
adjudication of industrial disputes relating to any 
matter specified in the Second Schedule to the said 
Act and for performing such other functions as may be 
assigned to it under the said Act, and appoints Shrl 
Kedar Ishwar as the presiding officer of that Court, 

[No, F. S. 11025/1/71-LR.I.J 

SIR N>7 qfiNfa ENTTOl 
(«STO RtT tiajiIIT faWPT) 
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New Delhi, the 1st June 1972 

S.O. 2188. — PW A/Sec. 14/Mines/Air Transport Ser- 
vices: 

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(3) of section 14. read with section 24 of the Payment 
of Wages Act, 195G (4 of 1936), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following further amendments 
in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
2112, dntcd the 29th May, 1970, namely: — 

In the Table to the said notification, — 

(i) against item II, hr column 3, for the words 
“Union Territory of Goa, Daman and Diu", 
the words “Union territories of Goa, Daman 
and Diu and Dadra and Nagar Havali” shall 
he substituted; 

(ii) against item III, in column 3 — 

(a) for the words “Meghalaya and Nagaland", 
the words "Meghalaya, Nagaland. Manipur 
and Tripura” shall be substituted; 

(b) for the words “Union Territories of Manipur 
and Tripura”, the words “Union Territories 
of Mizoram, Arunachal Pradesh" shall be 
substituted; 

(iii) against item IV, in column 3. for the w'ords 
“Union territory of Pondicherry”, the words 
“Union territories of Pondicherry and Lacca- 
dive, Minicoy and Amindive Islands" shall be 
substituted. 

[No. S.31013/2/71/LRIII.J 
•if foRfl, 1 9[9 ) 1972 

WTo 218 8.-91 7S79 Tt/ 9HRT 1 4/NT9/9PT TpRRE 
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New Delhi , the 25 th July 1972 

S.O. 2189. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2) 
Dhanbad in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the State Bank of Bikaner and 
Jaipur and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 21st July, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present: 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer 
Reference No 44 of 1971. 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under S.10(l) 
(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the State Bunk of Bikaner 
and Jaipur 

And 

Their workmen. 

Appearances: 

On behalf of the employers.— Shri H. C. Chhabra, 
Deputy Superintendent. 

On behalf of workmen.— Shri V. N. Sckhri, Gene- 
ral Secretory, All India Bank Employees’ 
Federation. 

State: Bihar. 

iNDUSTRy: Banking. 

Dhanbad, the 17th July 1972 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur and 
their workmen, by its order No, 23/136/70/LRIII, 
dated 16th April, 1971 referred to this Tribunal under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
for adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters 
specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The Sche- 
dule is extracted below: — 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur in terminating 
the services of Shri Suresh Mishra, Clerk 
with effect from the 8th July, 1970 was justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief is he entitled?’’ 

2. Workmen as well as the employers filed their 
statement of demands. Workmen also filed rejoinder 
to the statement of the employers. 

3. The facts giving rise to the dispute under refer- 
ence are simple and they mav be stated in brief. The 
affected workman, Suresh Mishra v/as appointed as a 
clerk at the Patna branch of State Bank of Bikaner 
and Jaipur (hereinafter referred to as the employees) 
on 9th January, 1970 on purely temporary basis for a 
period of 45 days ending on 23rd February, 1970. By 
a letter dated 23rd February, 1970 he was again 
appointed as a temporary clerk-cum-godown keeper 
for a period of 45 days from that date. This period of 
45 days ended on 9th April, 1970, On 9th April. 1970 
by a letter his period of temporary service was further 
extended upto 24th May, 1970. On and from 24th 
Mav, 1970 no letter was issued extending further his 
temDorary service, but he continued upto 8th Julv 
1970, By a letter dated 7th July, 1970 he was relieved 
with effect from 8th July, 1970 after the close of the 
working hour, stating that his temporary services were 


no longer required. These facts are not in dispute. 
Now, the case of the workmen is that termination of 
services of the affected workman was illegal and un- 
justified, The workman have pleaded several grounds 
in support of their contention. According to them the 
designation given to the affected workman as tem- 
porary employee was improper, unjustified and illegal, 
that nis appointment exceeded a period of 3 months 
thereby automatically converting his employment for 
filling up the permanent vacancy and as such he could 
no more be treated as a temporary employee, that the 
entire period of his employment was to be taken as 
a probationery period and he should have been deemed 
to have been confirmed after completion of continuous 
satisfactory service of six months and that the action 
of the employers in treating him as a temporary em- 
ployee was unfair, unjustified, arbitrary and an act 
of vindictiveness and unfair labour practice. The em- 
ployers justified their action on the ground that the 
service of the affected workman was purely temporary 
and it was terminated after due notice. They nave 
also taken further pleas stating that the then Agent 
of the branch was related to the affected workman and 
that the employers conducted a recruitment test for 
the clerical cardc in January, 1971 at which the affe- 
cted workman did not appear inspite of notice. In 
their rejoinder the workman reasserted the pleas taken 
by them in the written statement and denied the pleas 
of the employers stated in their written statement. On 
admission by the empoyers, Exts, W.l to W.7 for the 
workmen and on admission by the workmen, Exts, Ml 
to M7 for the employers were marked. On behalf of 
the workmen a witness was examined and the emp- 
loyers declined to examine any witness. The workmen 
were represented by Shri V. N. Sekhri, General Secre- 
tary, All India Bank Employees’ Federation and the 
employers by Shri H. C. Chhabra, Deputy Superin- 
tendent. 

4. There is no dispute that the parties are governed 
by the provisions of the Award of the All India Indus- 
trial Tribunal (Bank Disputes) (known as Sastry 
Award) as modified by the Award of the National 
Industrial Tribunal (Bank Disputes) (known as Desai 
Award) and further modified by the settlement dated 
19th October. 1966 arrived at between the bank mana- 
gements and their workmen (known as the bi-partite 
settlement). At page 63 of the bi-partite settlement 
there is Appendix A. containing the list of parties re- 
presented in the settlement. It shows that the emp- 
loyers were represented by the Indian Banks’ Associa- 
tion and their workmen bv the All India Bank Emp- 
loyees’ Federation. Page 1, para 1.1 of the bi-partite 
settlement shows that the parties agreed that the 
provisions of the Sastry Aaward as finally modified 
and enacted by the Industrial Disputes (Banking 
Companies) Decisions Act, 1955, the Industrial Dis- 
putes (Banking Campanies) Decision Amendment Act, 
1957 and the provisions of the Desai Award, which 
ward inter-alia modified certain provisions of the 
Sastry award shall govern the service condition 
therein covered except to the extent that the same have 
been modified in the bi-partite settlement. Therefore, 
it follows that the present dispute, which also relates 
to service conditions requires to be enquired into the 
light of the provisions of these awards and the bi- 
partite settlement. 

5. Ext. Ml is the letter by which the employers 
appointed the affected workman as a clerk. It says 
that the appointment was purely temporary for a 
period of 45 days with effect from 9th January 1970 
nnd ending on 23rd February 1970. Ext. M. 2 Is a 
letter from the employers dated 23rd February 1970 
stating that the affected workman was appointed as 
a temporary clerk-cum-godown keeper for a period of 
45 days from that day. The period wag to expire on 
Pth April. 1970. On 9th April 1970 the employers issued 
the letter. Ext. M 4 to the affected workman stating 
that his period of temporary service was thereby ex- 
tended upto 24th May. 1970 on the same terms and 
conditions as mentioned in Ext, M 2, Admittedly, no 
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letter waa issued on or after 24th May 1970 and the 
affected workman continued to work till 8th July 
1970, after which he was relieved from service as _per 
the letter, Ext. M 6 dated 7th July 1970. In Ext, 
M 6 the reason for relieving the affected workman 
from his temporary service was stated as his services 
were no longer required. The expressions “permanent 
employee”, “probationer” and “temporary employee” 
are relevant for the purpose of the present dispute 
in view of the pleadings of parties and for definitions 
of these expressions we have to refer to the Sastry 
Award, Desai Award and the bi-partite settlement. 
The definitions of the expressions can be found in 
paragraph 508 (page 141) of the Sastry Award and 
they are as following: 

“(a) ‘permanent employee’ means an employees 
who has been appointed as such by the bank. 

(b) ‘probationer’ means an employee who is pro- 
visionally employed to fill a permanent vacancy 
or post and has not been made permanent or 
confirmed in service, 

(c) ‘temporary employee’ means an employee who 
has been appointed for a limited period for 
work which is of an essentially temporary 
nature, or who is employed temporarily as an 
additional employee in connection with a tem- 
porary increase in work of a permanent 
nature.” 

Before the Desai Tribunal the Indian Banks’ Associa- 
tion had made a demand that the definition of the ex- 
pression “temporary employee” should be enlarged so 
as to include in it “a workman who is appointed in a 
temporary vacancy of a permanent workman or pro- 
bationer”. It was pleaded that under the existing pro- 
vision banks could not employ a temporary employee 
as a substitute for a permanent employee who may 
be on leave. The Indian Banks’ Association had also 
claimed the amendment of the definition in order to 
include in it a workman appointed in a temporary 
vacancy of a probationer. It is observed in para 21.20 
(page 220) of Desai Award 

“A probationer is appointed so that he may 
ultimately be absorbed in a perma- 
nent vacancy. The very object of em- 
ploying a probationer is to train 
a person for filling in a permanent vacancy. 
The object of having probationers is not to 
provide supplementary staff for the purpose 
of doing the regular work of the banks, so 
that whenever a vacancy occurs in such supple- 
mentary staff, even temporarily, such vacancy 
should be filled in. I direct that for the pur- 
pose of this Award the expression “Tempor- 
ary Employee” will mean an employee who 
has been appointed for a limited period for 
work which is of an essenntially temporary 
nature, or who is employed temporarily as an 
additional employee in connection with the 
temporary increase in work of a permanent 
nature, and includes an employee other than 
a permanent employee who is appointed in a 
temporary vacancy of a permanent workman”. 

In other words in the Desai Award the meaning of 
the expression “temporary employee" as provided by 
the Sastry Award was accepted and added the clause 
and includes an employee other than a permanent 
employee who is appointed in a temporary vacancy 
of a permanent workman”. In view of this amend- 
ment the Desai Award has re-stated the definition of 
the three expressions in its para 23.15. and sub-clause 
(c) contains definition of the expression “Temporary 
employee”. In the bi-partite settlement the definition 
of the expression "temporary employee” can be found 
in paras 20.7 and 20.8 (pages 56 & 57) and they are 
as following 

“20.7 In supersession of paragraph 21.20 and sub- 
clause (c) of paragraph 23.15 of the Desai 


Award, “Temporary Employee” will mean a 
workman who has been appointed for a limi- 
ted period for work which is of an essentially 
temporary nature or who is employed tem- 
porarily as an additional workman in connec- 
tion with a temporary increase in work of a 
permanent nature and includes a workman 
other than a permanent workman who is 
appointed in temporary vacancy caused by 
the absence of a particular permanent work- 
man. 

20,8 A temporary workman may also be appointed 
to fill a permanent vacancy provided that such 
temporary appointment shall not exceed a per- 
iod of three months during which the bank 
shall make arrangements for filling up the 
vacancy permanently. If such temporary 
workman is eventually selected for filling up 
the vacancy, the period of such temporary 
employment will be taken into account as part 
of bis probationery period.’’. 

It is manifest that in para 20.7 having adopted subs- 
tantially the definition of the expression “Temporary 
Employee” os was found in the Desai Award, the bi- 
partite settlement has added para 20.8 to Include in 
the meaning of a “Temporary Employee” a workman 
who is appointed temporarily in a permanent vacancy 
with the condition that such temporary appointment 
shall not exceed a period of three months. It, there- 
fore, follows that in view of para 1.1 of the bipartite 
settlement, the definitions of the expressions “Perma- 
nent employee” and “Probationer” are the same as 
found in the Sastry Award & Desai Award and for 
the expression “Temporary employee” paras 20.7 and 
20.8 of the bi-partite settlement are to be followed. 
Parties are bound by them under Section 18 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 also. 

0. The plea of the workman is that the designation 
given by the employers to the affected workman as 
“temporary” was improper. Exts. Ml, M2, M4 and 
M6 are admitted by the workmen. In all of them the 
affected workman is referred to as a “temporary” 
employee and, as such it is not open to them to deny 
that the affected workman was appointed and he 
worked from 9th January, 1970 to 8th July 1970 purely 
on temporary basis. Applying the definitions provi- 
ded in the Sastrv and Desai Awards and keeping in 
view Exts. Ml, M2, M4 and M6 it can not be said 
that the affected workman was a “permanent emp- 
loyee” or "probationer” appointed as a “perma- 
nent employee”. He was not appointed with the 
object of raining him to fill a permanent vacancy or 
post. In the Sastry Award in para 508 (at page 141) 
one more expression, “part-time employee” is there 
under classification of employees and the expression is 
defined thus: — “Part-time employee” means an em- 
ployee who does not or is not reauired to work for full 
period for which an employee is ordinarily required 
to work; and who is paid on the basis that he is or 
may be engaged in doing work elsewhere”. .This defi- 
nition remains unaffected bv the Desai Award and by 
the bi-partite settlement, In view of Exts. Ml, M2, 
M4 and M0 there is no room to contend that the affec- 
ted workman was a “Part-time employee”. When he 
was not a “Permanent employee” or “Probationer” or 
“Part-time employee” he must fall under the last 
classification, namely, “Temporary employee, Thus 
the contention of the workmen that the designation 
given by the employers to the affected workman as 
“Temporary” was improper, has no substance, 

7. Belying upon para 20.8 of the bi-partite settle- 
ment Shrl V. N. Sekhri has vehimently argued that 
because the temporary employment of the affected 
workmen in a permanent post exceeded a period of 
three months he automatically entered into the pro- 
bationery period and all the provisions relating to a 
probationer became applicable to him and he also be- 
came entitled to be selected for filling up the vacan- 
cy. There is no material to infer that the affected 
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workman was appointed to fill a permanent vacancy. 
Exts. M. 1, M, 2, M. 4 and M. 6 are not to that effect. 
There is no document brought on record to indicate 
the same. Ext, W. 1 is the application of the affected 
workman dated 8th January, 1970 for his appoint- 
ment as a clerk. In that application the affected 
workman had stated that he had come to know “some 
posts of clerks have fallen vacant,’ 1 It does not mean 
that the affected workman was applying definitely for 
his appointment to fill a permanent vacancy. The 
aflected workman is examined as * W. W. 1. His evi- 
dence is that in the Patna Branch of the employers 
there is only one post of a despatcher, that previous 
to him one Om Prakash was working in that post and 
when he was transferred to the cash section the 
aflected workman was appointed in his place. There 
is no knowing that Om Prakash was transferred per- 
manently to the cash section and as such the post of 
the despatcher had become a permanent vacancy. Let 
me proceed assuming that the post of the despatcher 
had become a permanent vacancy and the affected 
workman was appointed to it and para 20.8 of the 
bi-partie sttlement- is applicable to him. The para 
says that a temporary appointment made to fill a per- 
manent vacancy shall not exceed the period of three 
months and during that period the bank should make 
arrangements for filling up the vacancy permanently. 
But it does not say that if for any reason the ap- 
pointment exceeds the period of three months the 
incumbent automatically enters into the probationary 
period. The pura does not say anything about the 
temporary employee or about any right accruing to 
him in case he continues in such a permanent vacan- 
cy for a period exceeding three months. There is 
no material to support the contention of the work- 
men. Shri Sekhri referred me to para 495 (page 137) 
of the Sastry Award. The para relates to the pro- 
bationary period and states that after the expiry of 
the prescribed period of probation the incumbent 
should be deemed to have been confirmed, unless his 
services are dispensed with on or before expiry of 
the period. Shri Sekhri argued that the same analogy 
should be applied in case of a temporary employee 
m-cMeItma(mshdrlu hrld shrdlu obgkq omfwy pipn 
whose period of appointment exceeds three months, 
But if the intention of the bi-partite settlement was 
to that aflect why was such a cleriflcation not provid- 
ed in its para 20.8 as was done as regards probationers 
in para 495 of the Sastry Award? Before the Sastry 
Tribunal several demands were putforth on behalf 
of the employees in connection with the method of 
recruitment, conditions of service, termination of em- 
ployment, etc. Para 491 (page 136) of the Sastry 
Award shows that the employees had remanded in- 
ter alia that the period of probation should be limited 
to three months, that godown keepers should be 
made permanent after continuous service of one year, 
etc. If they wanted to, the employees could make a 
similar demand In respect of temporary employees 
also. But they did not choose to do it. But before the 
Desai Tribunal the employees did made such a de- 
mand. As can be seen from para 23.1 (page 289) of 
the Desai Award the fourth item of demands of the 
employees was as regards service conditions of tem- 
porary employees (including daily rated), probation- 
ers and part-time employees and it included in it 
the following demands: 

“Where dally rated and/or temporary hands re- 
main in employment for an aggregate period 
of 3 months during any 12 consecutive months 
they shall be deemed to be probationers and 
shall be so covered and absorbed against per- 
manent vacancies”. 

“All such employees working for 3 months or 
more should be deemed as confirmed. 


The Desai Tribunal rejected both the demands as 
can be seen from para 23.19 (page 296) of the Award. 
While admitting the findings of the Award as binding, 
it is not open to the workmen to contend again that 
because the temporary employment of the affected 
workmen In a permanent post exceeded, a period oi 


three months he automatically entered into the pro- 
bationary period or that all the provisions relating 
to a probationer became applicable to him. Terms 
of a settlement should be increased pretated strictly 
within their meaning and no analogies can be brought 
in to infer the intention of the parties. A plain read- 
ing of para 20.8 of the bi-partite settlement indicates 
that the temporary employee will continue to bo in 
the post even after the expiry of three months as 
long as . the employers do not choose to relieve him 
from service. A temporary employee is always tem- 
porary and his services can be terminated at the plea- 
sure of the employers. In the instant case termina- 
tion of service of the affected workman was a termi- 
nation simpiiciter and it was not for any misconduct. 
As such no domestic enquiry was necessary. Ad- 
mittedly, no notice of termination of service was 
given to the affected workman. The affected work- 
man was allowed to continue without any further 
communication from 24th May 1970 to 8th July 
1970 and his services were terminated by Ex. M6 
dated 7th July, 1970 giving him only one days’ notice. 
In para 522 (page 145) of the Sastry Award proce- 
dure for termination of employment in cases not in- 
volving disciplinary action for misconduct, is laid 
down. Sub-para 4 of the para runs thus: 

“The services of only employee other than a per- 
manent employee or probationer may be 
terminated, and he may leave service after 
14 days’ notice. If such an employee leaves 
service without giving such notice he shall 
be liable for a week’s pay (including all 
allowances.” 

It is manifest that termination of services of a 
temporary employee is not subject to any condition, 
on the other hand giving of 14 days’ notice on the 
part of such an omployee is necessary and in default 
he loses his pay for a week. Sub-para 1 deals with 
termination of service of permanent empoyees and 
probationers and it is as following: 

“The employment of a permanent employee may 
be terminated by three months notice or on 
payment of three months’ pay and allowance 
in lieu of notice. The services of a proba- 
tioner may be terminated by one month’s 
notice or on payment of one month’s pay 
and allow in lieu of notice.” 

It can be seen that in the sub-para relating to an 
employee other than a permanent empoyee or pro- 
bationer period of notice by the employers or pay- 
ment by them of pay in lieu of notice are not men- 
tioned It cannot be said that it is an accidental 
ommission. No provision to the contrary is pointed 
out in the bl-partite settlement. Hence, no notice, as 
in the case of permanent employee or probationer 
was necessary for termination of services of the 
affected workman, who was a temporary employee. 

8. On behalf of workmen picas were taken, and 
evidence was lead and it was argued at length that 
the affected workman had appeared for written test 
and interview held by the employers on 22nd Janu- 
ary 1970, that he had crossed 25 years of his age, 
that his services were terminated while juniors to 
him were retained in service etc. Similarly the em- 
ployers had pleaded that the then Agent of the 
Branch R. L. Jha was related to the affected work- 
man owing to which he had given extensions in 
temporary service to the affected workman, that the 
affected workman had not appeared for test held 
in January, 1971 etc. I consider these pleas as not 
relevant in view of my above discussions in terms of 
the Awards and the bi-partite settlement. 

9 In the result, I find that the action of the man- 
agement of State Bank of Bikaner and Jafpur in ter- 
minating the services of Shri Suresh Mlshra, Clerk 
with effect from the 8th July, 1970 was justified and. 



THH GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12, 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1894 


[Fart It— 


$140 


consequently he is not entitled to any relief. The 
award is made accordingly and submitted under 
S. 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N, Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Offlcet, 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 2), Dhanbad. 

[No. 23/130/70/LRII.] 

New Delhi, the 21th July 1972 

S.O. 2190. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur In 
the industrial dispute between the employers £n rela- 
tion to the Central Bank of India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
24th July, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM- 
LABOUR COURT JABALPUR 

Present: 

Mr. Justice S. N. Katju — Presiding Officer. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC(R) (22) of 1972. 

(Referred by Govt. Notification No. 23/07/70-LRIII 
dated 9th July, 1971). 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Central Bank of 
India and their workmen represented through 
the U.P. Bank Employees Federation, 
Lucknow (U.P,). 

Appearances: 

For Bank,— Sri K. S. Sharma, Divisional Manager, 
Central Bank of India, Lucknow. 

For Workmen . — Sri O. P. Nigam, President, U.P. 
Bank Employees Feeration Lucknow. 

Industry: Bank. District: Bareilly (U.P.). 

AWARD 

Dated July 15, 1972. 

This is a reference under Sec. 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, The applicant workman, Sri 
R. K. Mehrotra, is a clerk in the employment of the 
Central Bank of India, Bareilly. He was working as a 
Clerk-cum-typist in the Kutubkhana Branch of the 
Central Bank of India, Bareilly uptil March 7, 1970 
when he was transferred to the Shyamgunj Branch 
of the Bank which is also at Bareilly In the same 
capacity. The workman has challenged his transfer 
from the Kutubkhana Branch of the Bank to the 
Shyamgunj Branch on the ground that the transfer 
was, inter alia, in breach of the terms of the Sastri 
Award and was prompted by malaflde considerations. 
It appears that there are two rival Unions In the 
Central Bank of India, Bareilly. The Union which is 
recognised is the U.P. Bank Employees Union. The 
other rival Union is the U.P. Bank Employees Federa- 
tion. The workman is the Vice President of the U.P. 
Bank Employees Federation. He has contended that 
he had been pointing out irregularities which had been 
committed in the Kutubkhana Branch of the Bank to 
the Bank authorities and this had annoyed the rival 
Union as also the Bank authorities and with a view 
to victimize him and to weaken the Federation he was 
transferred from the Kutubkhana Branch fo the Bank 
to the Shyamgunj Branch. 

2. A preliminary objection was raised by the mana- 
gement that there is no dispute between the workman 
and the management within the meaning of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, This question was considered 


by the Tribunal by its order dated 10th January 1971 
and it held that the dispute raised by the Federation 
on behalf of the workman was “clearly an industrial 
dispute" and "the Government of India was, there- 
fore. fully competent to refer the dispute to this Tri- 
bunal and this Tribunal has jurisdiction to adjudicate 
upon this dispute.” I therefore need not go further 
into the aforesaid question. 

3. The question for consideration before me is: — 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
Central Bank of India in transferring Shri 
R. K. Mehrotra, Clerk from Kutubkhana 
Branch, Bareilly to Shyamgunj Branch, 
Bareilly with effect from the 7th March, 1970 
was justified? If not, to what relief is he 
entitled?" 

4. It was conceded on behalf of the workman that 
a local transfer viz., a transfer from the Kutubkhana 
Branch of the Bank at Bareilly to its Shyamgtmj 
Branch at Bareilly, could be made without any change 
in the conditions of service. It was, however, conten- 
ded that the transfer was not bonaflde and it could 
have been avoided. It was further alleged that there 
were many experienced officers in the Kutubkhana 
Branch who, apart from the workman, could have beerf 
sent to the Shyamgunj Branch. It was also alleged 
that the U.P. Bank Employees Federation of which 
the workman is a Vice President is a registered body 
and five days notice under the Sastri Award for trans- 
fer of the workman from the Kutubkhana Branch to 
the Shyamgunj Branch should have been given to him 
before his aforesaid transfer from the Kutubkhana 
Branch to the Shyamgunj Branch. 

5. The management of the employee Bank has un- 
doubtedly a power to transfer its employee if there 
is nothing to the contrary in the terms of the employ- 
ment and such a power could be exercised, as in the 
present case, if the transfer from one Branch of the 
Bonk in Bareilly city to its another Branch in the 
same city was bonafide. As mentioned above, it was 
conceded on behalf of the workman that the transfer 
could be made without any change in the conditions 
of service. It is, therefore, clear that the management 
had the power to transfer the workman from its 
Kutubkhana Branch to the Shyamgunj Branch. 

0, Reliance has been placed on behalf of the worker 
on the provisions of para 635 of the Sastri Award. It 
is contended that the transfer of the worker was in 
violation of the aforesaid provisions of the Sastri 
Award. Para 535 of the Sastri runs this: — 

(1) Every registered bank employees’ union from 
time to time, shall furnish the bank with the 
names of the President, Vice President and 
the Secretaries of the Union; 

(2) Except in very special cases, whenever the 
transfer of any of the above mentioned office 
bearers is contemplated, at least five clear 
working days’ notice should be put up on the 
notice boards of the bank of such contem- 
plated action; 

(3) Any representations, written or oral, made 
by the union shall be considered by the bank; 

(4) If any order of transfer is ultimately made, 
a record shall be made by the bank of such 
representations and the bank’s reasons for 
regarding them as inadequate; and 

(5) The decision shall be communicated to the 
union as well as to the employee concerned. 

Sub-paras (1) and (2) make it clear that the afore- 
said provisions apply only in case of transfer of the 
President, Vice President and Secretaries of a regis- 
tered union and when any of the aforesaid persons 
are subjected to transfer five clear working days 
notice has to be put up on the Notice Board of the 
Bank of the contemplated transfer. The workman in 
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Ihe present case wag an office bearer of a registered 
union. But the union of which he was an office bearer 
was not a recognised union. The expression “every 
registered bank employees union’’ in sub-para (1) in 
my opinion refers to a registered union which is re- 
cognised by the Bank. If there are a number of unions 
in a Bank of which only one has been recognised by 
the Bank then it is only with regard to such recog- 
nised registered union that the provisions of para 
535 of the Sastri Award will apply, The information 
contemplated by sub-para (1) can only be taken cog- 
nisance of by a Bank if the union is recognised by ft. 
Under these circumstances, it cannot be said that the 
transfer of the worker in the present case was govern- 
ed by the provisions of the aforesaid paragraph of the 
Shastri Award. Even though it is not necessary to go 
further into the matter I may add that in my view 
the transfer as contemplated by the aforesaid para- 
graph implies a transfer from one city to another and 
will not govern intersectional transfers in a branch of 
a Bank in a city or from one branch of the Bank in 
a city to another branch in the same city. Such local 
transfers are in my opinion beyond the ambit of the 
aforesaid provisions of the Sastri Award. 

7. Some cases have been cited on behalf of the 
worker. None of them deal with the case of a transfer 
of a Bank employee nor do they refer to para 535 of 
the Sastri Award. It is, therefore, not necessary to 
deal with the aforesaid cases. 

8. It has, however, to be seen whether the manage- 
ment in making the transfer acted honaflde and in the 
Interest of its business and was not actuated by any 
indirect motive, its action was not malaflde and the 
transfer was not made with a view to harass and vic- 
timise the workman. The workman, Sri R. K. Mehro- 
tra, and Sri K. S. Sharma who was at the material 
time the Agent of the Bank at Bareilly have been 
examined. The workman has produced copies ol cer- 
tain letters which according to him were sent by him 
to the Agent of the Bank at Bareilly and in which he 
had pointed out certain irregularities of the Bank. 
The aforesaid documents were not admitted by the 
management and the workman did not take steps to 
summon the originals of the aforesaid documents from 
the management. Mr. K. S. Sharma has, however, 
admitted that he had received some representations 
from the workman in which certain irregularities of 
the Bank had been mentioned. It may, therefore, be 
taken as a fact that the workman had sent some letters 
to the Agent of the Bank at Bareilly in which he had 
pointed out certain irregularities, which according to 
him had been committed by the Bareilly Branch. Mr. 
K. S. Sharma while he has admitted the receipt of the 
aforesaid letters of the workman has categorically 
stated that the transfer of the workman from the 

I Kutubkhana Branch to the Shyamgunj Branch was 
not prompted by any malafide consideration and the 
workman was transferred to the Shyamgunj Branch 
under instructions from the Chief Agent. He stated 
that the Chief Agent visited Bareilly and matters re- 
late ig to the staff were put before him and after dis- 
cussions the Chief Agent instructed the Agent to 
transfer Sri Mehrota to the Shyamgunj Branch. Mr. 
Sharma has stated in his examination-in-chief that 
the Shyamgunj Branch was opened in December 
1969 with a skeleton staff In the beginning and the 
transfer of Sri Mehrota was made to meet the exigen- 
cies " of the situation in the Shyamgunj Branch. 

9 Admittedly, there were rival Unions in the Bank 
at Bareilly and under the circumstances the work- 
man might have got ihe impression that his transfer 
had been brought about either by pressure put on the 
management by the rival Union or the management 
wanted to victimize him for his criticism of the affairs 
of the Bank. There is, however, nothing to substanti- 
ate the allegation that the workman’s transfer was 
prompted by malafide considerations. I see no 
reason to disbelieve the categorical assertion made by 
Sri K. S. Sharma that the transfer of the workman 
was not prompted by any malaflde considerations. 


10. My award therefore is that the action of the 
management of the Central Bank of India in trans- 
ferring Sri R. K. Mehrotra, Clerk, from the Kutub- 
khana Branch to the Shyamgunj Branch at Bareilly 
with effect from 7th March 1970 was justified and tho 
workman is not entitled to any relief. 

(Sd) S. N. Katju, 
Presiding Officer. 
[No. 23/07/70/LRIIL] 

New Delhi, the 2nd August 1972 

S.O. 2191. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), 
Dhanbad in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the State Bank of Bikaner and 
Jaipur and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 29th July, 1972. 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

[No. 23/135/70/LRIII.] 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present: 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Ran, Presiding Officer, 
Reference No. 34 of 1971. 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under S.10(l) 
(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the State Bonk of Bikaner 
and Jaipur, 

And 

Their workmen. 

Appearances: 

On behalf of the employers . — Shri H. C. Chhabra. 
Deputy Superintendent, 

On behalf of the workmen . — Shri V. N. Sekhri, 
General Secretary, All India Bank Employees 
Federation. 

State: Bihar. Industry: Banking. 

Dhanbad, the 24th July, 1972/2 nd Sravana, 1894 (Saka) 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur and 
their workmen, by Its order No. 23/135/70/LRIII, 
dated 1st March, 1971 referred to this Tribunal under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
for adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters 
specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The sche- 
dule is extracted below: 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur, Patna in termi- 
nating the services of Shri R. C. Jha, Godown 
keeper with effect from the 29th September, 
1970 was justified? If not, to what relief is 
he entitled?” 

2. Parties filed their statement of demands. Work- 
men filed their rejoinder also to the statement of 
the employers. 

3. The State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur has a 
branch at Patna. R. C. Jha, the affected workman was 
appointed at the Patna Branch of the Bank on 8th 
January, 1969 as a godown keeper and his services 
were terminated with effeet from 29th September. 
1970. These facts are not in dispute. The case of the 
workmen is that after serving continuously for 15 
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months the affected workman approached the manage- 
ment with a request to make him permanent and, 
when his request was rejected he renewed the re- 
quest after 3 months. Within a few days of this the 
management issued a letter on 7th August, 1970 asking 
him to produce his original matriculation certificate. 
In reply the affected workman stated that the certi- 
ficate was lost and he had applied to the Bihar School 
Examination Board to issue him a duplicate copy of 
the same. The management again issued a letter on 
14th September, 1970 stating that because the affected 
workman wus not producing the original certificate 
for their verification inspite of several reminders and 
also because ho did not fulfill the prescribed conditions 
of the bank, his services' were no longer required with 
effect from 29th September, 1970. The affected work- 
man wrote again to the management on 23rd Septem- 
ber, 1970 stating that he had again reminded the 
Bihar School Examination Board to grant him the 
duplicate certificate and further stating that he 
would produce the certificate as soon as he received 
it. In the letter he made a request to the manage- 
ment to reconsider the decision to terminate his ser- 
vices. On 24th September, 1970 the management by 
a letter rejected the request. Then the Bihar Provin- 
cial Bank Employees Federation took up the cause of 
the affected workman and submitted a complaint to 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner Patna dated 25th 
September, 1970. The Assistant Labour Commissioner 
by his letter dated 26th September, 1970 called the 
parties for conciliation meeting to be held on 5th 
October, 1970 and asked the bank to maintain status 
uo during the period of conciliation. But the bank 
isregarded the direction of the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner and terminated the services of the 
affected workman with effect from 29th September, 
1970. The workmen pleaded that the termination of 
services of the affected workman was against the pro- 
visions of the Sastry Award as modified by the Desai 
Award and the bipartite settlement which are binding 
on the parties. They also pleaded that the termina- 
tion violated S.33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
According to the workmen the termination of services 
of the affected workman was vindictive and illegal, 
In the statement filed by them the bank pleaded that 
the affected workman was appointed as a temporary 
godown keeper to look after the godown of M/S 
Magadh Steel Products, Patna and his entire salary 
was recovered from them each month till his services 
were terminated. The bank further pleaded that the 
then Agent of the Patna branch had not intimated the 
head office about the temporary appointment of the 
affected workman, that the fact of the appointment 
came to the notice of the head office in December, 
1969 during an inspection of the branch, that as per 
the rules of appointment of the bank the candidate to 
be appointed should be within the age limit of 18 to 21 
years and he should have passed High School/Higher 
Secondarv Examination in 1st Division and to verify 
these facts the affected workman was directed to pro- 
duce the original matriculation certificate and that, 
as he did not produce the certificate inspite of several 
reminders his services were terminated after giving 
him the necessary notice. In the rejoinder, after re- 
iterating the pleas taken by them in their earlier 
statement the workmen have pointed out that although 
in the appointment letter issued by the bank to the 
affected workman ho was asked to look after godown 
of M/S Magadh Steel Products, Patna, but in fact he 
was allotted other godowns belonging to different 
borrowers, that it was well within the knowledge of 
the head office of the bank that the affected workman 
was appointed as a godown keeper to look after 
godowns of various borrowers and that since the 
affected workman had worked for more than 20 
months without any break in service looking after 
the godown of the bank belonging to several borrow- 
ers he should have been absorbed in the permanent 
employment ns per the provisions laid down in the 
Sastry Award and bipartite settlement. It is also 
mentioned that the affected workman did inform the 
bank through his application that he was a matriculate. 


The workmen were represented by Shri V. N. Shekrl, 
General Secretary, All India Bank Employees Federa- 
tion and the bank by Shri H, C. Chhabra, Deputy 
Superintendent. On admission by the bank Exts. W.l 
to W.20 for the workmen and on admission by the 
workmen Exts. Ml to M5 and M12 and M13 for the 
bank were marked, The workmen did not choose to 
examine any witness. On behalf of the bank 2 wit- 
nesses were examined and Exts, M6 to Mil were 
marked. 

4, In their statement the workmen have simply 
stated that the affected workman was appointed a 
godown keeper with effect from 8th January, 1969 
and he was continuously in service till his services 
were terminated on 28th September, 1970. But accor- 
ding to the bank the appointment of the affected 
workman was temporary. In the rejoinder the work- 
men have denied the contention of the bank. Ext. 
M2 is a memorandum dated 7th January, 1969 stating 
that the affected workman was appointed in the bank 
as a godown keeper at the godown/factory premises of 
M/S Magadh Steel Products “purely on a temporary 
basis from 8th January, 1959” and that “the services 
of Shri Ramchandra Jha (the affected workman’) 
being purely temporary will be terminated when the 
said godown/factory account is closed without any 
notice whatsoever. The bank also reserves itself the 
right to terminate the services of Sri Ramchandra Jha 
(the affected workman) before such an eventuality by 
serving a notice on him.” As I have already pointed 
out, Ext. M2 is marked on admission by the workmen. 
Further, it is annexure II to their own document, 
Ext. W.14. Now it is not open to the workmen to 
deny or ignore that the appointment of the affected 
workman from 8th January, 1969 to 29th September, 
1970 was a temporary godown keeper. In para 2 of 
their rejoinder the workmen have pointed out that 
although in the appointment letter. Ext. M2 the affec- 
ted workman was asked to look after "the godown of 
M/S Magadh Steel Products, Patna but in fact he was 
allotted other godowns belonging to different bor- 
rowers including the following godowns". The names 
of 10 borrowing concerns are mentioned. In paragraph 
3 of the rejoinder again it is repeated “it is well within 
the knowledge of the head office of the bank at Jaipur 
that the workman (the affected workman) was 
appointed as godown keeper to look after the godowns 
of various borrowers whose borrowing limits arc gene- 
rally sanctioned bv the head office of the bank”. No 
witness was examined on behalf of the workmen, hut 
the workmen have elicited from MW.l in the cross- 
examination that the affected workman had handled 
godowns of concerns other than M/S Magadh Steel 
Products and that the witness could not denv that the 
affected workman had handled codowns of 9 other 
parties mentioned in para 2 of the rejoinder of the 
workmen, Therefore, it emerges that the affected 
workman was appointed temporarily to look after 
godowns belonging not to the bank but belonging to 
borrowing parties. It appears that in large cities 
banks maintain their own godowns for storing go^ds 
belonging to the parties to whom advances are made 
against the goods and in some other places borrowing 
parties maintain their own godowns in which they 
store the goods against ' which hanks advance loans. 
Godown keepers are appointed by the banks in res- 
pect of both these categories of godowns. In the case 
of godowns belonging to the second category salary of 
the godown keeper is collected from the concerned 
borrowing partv and paid to the godown keeper while 
in the ease of the first category the salary is paid bv 
the bank itself. Th°r P are two Awards and one 
bi-partite settlement which govern service conditions 
of bank emplovees and thev are (1) Sastrv Award, 
(2) Desai Award and (31 Bi-partite settlement 
arrived at between the bank managements and their 
workmen, Certain provisions of the Sastrv Award 
are amended bv the Desai Award and certain provi- 
sions of both the Awards bv the Bi-partite settlement. 
As shown in para 1.1 of the bipartite settlement, 
parties agreed that the provisions of the two Awards 
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govern the service conditions of the bank employees, 
except to the extent that they are modified by the bi- 
partite settlement. Para 499 Of the Sastry Award is 
as following: 

“With regard to godown keepers the workmen 
demand that they should be made permanent 
after continuous service of one year or total 
service of two years if there is a break. We 
understand that godown keepers can be classi- 
fied into two categories: (1) those in ?harge 
of godowns maintained by banks generally 
in large cities for storing goods belonging to 
several parties to whom advances are made, 
(2) those who are required to look after one 
or more godowns belonging generally to one 
party to whom advances are made ordinarily 
for short periods against goods store in the 
borrower’s godowns, such as in the case of 
godowns of sugar mills, ginning factories, 
grain merchants etc, In the case of godown 
keepers coming under the first category we 
direct that the period of temporary service 
should not exceed one year, after the expiry 
of which they should be placed on the perma- 
nent list unless the vacancy itself is a tem- 
porary one. In the case of persons coming 
under the second category whose work is of 
a temporary nature and whose salary and 
allowances are generally borne by the parlies 
who arc owners of the goods in the godowns, 
we do not think it proper to insist upon their 
confirmation even after the expiry of any 
definite period, particularly as we understand 
that their emoluments and service conditions 
in actual practice are not generally different 
from those of the permanent employees. We 
however recommend that as far as possible 
such godown keepers whose work is found to 
be satisfactory and whose services can be 
utilized to look after other godowns in the 
same place or a place hereby or in the clerical 
establishment of the banks should be made 
permanent after the expiry of one year”. 

It follows from the above that a temporary godown 
keeper who is appointed to look after the godowns 
maintained by the banks in which goods of the bor- 
rowing parties are stored and whose salary is paid by 
tho bank, should be placed on a permanent list after 
expiry of his temporary service of one year and re- 
garding the other category of godown keepers the 
award has made only a recommendation for their 
absorption in permanent service if they are qualified 
etc. On their owing showing the affected workman 
was looking after godowns belonging to the borrowing 
parties and not those maintained by the bank. Ha 
cannot fall under the first category and as such, ho 
cannot demand that after he had completed one year 
of temporary service he ought to have been placed on 
the permanent list. Even if he belonged to the second 
category the bank cannot be compelled to confirm his 
service and take him on the list of permanent em- 
ployees. Provisions of para 499 of the Sastry Award 
have not been affected by the Desai Award or by the 
bi-partite settlement and as such, in view of para 1.1 
of the bi-partite settlement they are binding on the 
parties. Hence, t.he affected workman has no case as 
a temporary godown keeper. It is argued that prior 
to 8th January 1989 also the affected workman worked 
in the service of the bank. In their written statement 
the bank has pointed out that the affected workman 
was in the service of the bank from May 1968 to 
August, 1968 as a temporary godown keener to look 
after seasonal advances made by the bank at Patwa 
and Khusrupur. Ext. Ml Is the letter of appointment 
of the affected workman as a temporary godown 
keeper from 1st May, 1968. From the complaint to 
tho Assistant. Labour Commissioner, Ext. W.14 il 
appears that the affected workman had claimed as 
having worked from 16th December, 1967 to 31st 
August, 1968 as a godown keeper. But this service 


has no relevancy, because it was only for a period of 
about 8 months and there was a gap in his service 
from 31st August, 1988 to 8th January, 1669. 

5. Let me consider the case of the affected workman 
as a simple temporary bank employee whose services 
are terminated after continuous service of 20 months 
without any charge-sheet or domestic enquiry, Accor- 
ding to paragraph 508 of the Sastry Award there are 
four categories of employees in banks, permanent em- 
ployee, probationer, temporary employee and part-time 
employee. It is not the case of the workmen that 
the affected workman was a permanent employee 
probationer or a part-time employee either according 
to the provisions of the Sastry Award, Desai Award 
li 16 ui"P ar tite settlement. Relying upon para 20 8 
of the bi-partite settlement Shri V. N. Sekhri has 
vehimently argued that because the temporary em- 
ployment of the affected workman in a permanent post 
exceeded a period of three months he automatically 
entered into the probationary period and all provisions 
relating to a probationer became applicable to him 
and he also became entitled to be selected for filling 
UP vacancy. I am referred to the evidence of 
MW.l who has conceded that the post of godown keeper 
to which the affected workman was appointed was a 
regular and a permanent post. Paragraph 20 8 
of the bl-partlte settlement Is as following: 

“20.8. A temporary workman may also be appoint- 
ed to fill a permanent vacancy provided that 
such temporary appointment shall not exceed 
a period of three months during which the 
bank shall make arrangements for filling up 
the vacancy permanently, if such a tempo- 
rary workman is eventually selected for 
filling up the vacancy, the period of such 
temporary employment will be taken into 
account as part of his probationary period.” 

The para does not say that if for any reason the 
appointment exceeds the period of three months the 
temporary employee automatically enters into the pro- 
bationary period. The para does not say anything 
about the temporary employee or about any right 
accruing to hina in case h e continues in such a perma- 

£ a £n n -' y a period exceeding three months. 
Shn Sekhri referred me to para 49b of the Sastrv 
Award - but the para relates to the probationer period 

ueHn S i at f 3 tha n *- afte L the expir y of tile prescribed 
period of probation the incumbent should be deemed 
to have been confirmed, unless his services are dis- 
pensed with on or before expiry of the period. Shri 
Sekhri argued that the same analogy should be ar>- 
plied in case of a temporary employee whose period 
lntment exceeds three months. But if the 
eflwt 0t >. ° f the bl r partltc settlement was to that 
& ft"'? SUch I clarification not provided in 
its para 20,8, as was done as regards nrobatinnerq in 
para 495 of the Sastry Award? 8 Before the SasC 
se , veral demands were put forth on behalf 
rLnn-1 employees m connection with the method of 
recruitment, conditions of service, termination of em 
Ployment etc Para 492 of the Sastry Award shows 
that the employees had demanded inter alia that the 
period of probation should be limited to three months 
that godown keepers should be made permanent after 
continuous service of one year, etc. If they wanted 
to the employees could make a similar d/mand in res- 
ehni ° f , ten j porar y employees also. But they did not 
choose to do it. But before the Desai Tribunal the 

f “m nlra 23 1 tn SU £ h 3 d A emand - A * can be seen 
from para 23.1 of the Desai Award that the fourth 

item of demands of the employees was as regards 
service conditions of temporary employees (including 
ratt i d) J Petitioners and part-time employee! 
tod it included in it the following demands:— y 

“Where daily rated and/on temporary hands 
remain in employment for an aggregate period 
of 3 months during any 12 consecutive months 

sb»u t haU be deer ? ed i° be Probationer and 
shall be so covered and absorbed against ner- 
manent vacancies”. * mnsl per 
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“All such employees working for 3 months or 
more should be deemed as confirmed.” ' 

Desai Tribunal rejected both the demands, as can he 
seen from para 23.19 of the award. While admitting 
the findings of the Award as binding, it is not open 
to the workmen to contend again that because the 
temporary employment of the affected workman in a 
permanent post exceeded a period of three months 
he automatically entered into the probationery period 
or that all the r provisions relating to a probationer 
became applicable to him. Terms of a settlement 
should be interpretated strictly within their meaning 
and no analogies can be brought in to infer the inten- 
tion of the settlement. A plain reading of para 20,8 
of the bipartite settlement indicates that the tempo- 
rary employee will continue to be in the post even 
after the expiry of three months as long as the em- 
ployers do not choose to relieve him from service. A 
temporary employee is always temporary and his 
services can be terminated at the pleasure of the 
employers. In the instant case the termination of 
services of the affected workman was not for a mis- 
conduct and as such no departmental enquiry was 
called for. Terminating the services for nonproduc- 
tion of the matriculation certificate for verification 
cannot be termed as a misconduct. In para 522 of the 
Sastry Award procedure for termination of employ- 
ment in cases not involving disciplinary uction for 
misconduct, is laid down. Sub-para 4 of the para runs 
thus: 

“The services of any employee other than a per- 
manent employee or probationer may be ter- 
minated, and he may leave service after 14 
days notice. If such an employee leaves 
service without giving such notice he shall be 
liable for a week’s pay (including all allow- 
ances.” 

This provision of the Sastry Award remains unaltored 
under the Desai Award and the bi-partite settlement. 
Item 16 reforred to the Desai Tribunal was as regards 
procedure for termination of employment and taking 
other disciplinary action. As pointed out i.n para 18.6 
of the Desai Award, the All Inda Bank Employees 
Federation, the same Federation which is now plead- 
ing the cause of the affected workman, had made a 
specific demand before the Desai Tribunal that services 
of an employee should not be terminated at all except 
when ha is found guilty of embazzlement or miscon- 
duct or when there is a case for bona fide retrench- 
ment. But the Tribunal in its para 18.17 has observed 
that any dispute relating to the termination of em- 
ployment otherwise then by way of disciplinary action 
was not covered by the item referred to the Tribunal 
for adjudication. It is observed “the workmen’s claim, 
as amplified before me, was to the effect that there 
should be no termination of employment at all other- 
wise than by way of disciplinary action. Such a 
claim is not a claim relating to procedure for termi- 
nation of employment, even if the words ‘termination 
of employment’ were wide enough in the context in 
which they are used, to cover cases of termination of 
employment otherwise than by way of disciplinary 
action, contrary to what I have held above.” 

There is no provision in the bi-partite settlement 
affecting paragraph 522 of the Sastry Award or para 
18.17 of the Desai Award and as such, sub-para (41 
of paragraph 522 of the Sastry Award is binding on 
the parties and it does not permit any anology. Conse- 
quently, in this view also I find no case for the affected 
workman. 

6. On behalf of the workmen it was pleaded that the 
termination of services of the affected workman with 
effect from 29th September, 1970 had contravened 
provisions of Sec. 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 inasmuch as on that date the conciliation pro- 
ceedings before the conciliation officer in respect of 
the apprehended termination of service of the affected 
workman was pending. As pointed out by me earlier, 


the bank called upon the affected workman through 
their letter. Ext. M3 dated 7th August, 1970 to pro- 
duce his original educational certificate for verification 
and for sending the same to the head office. The 
affected workman replied that his original matricula- 
tion certificate was lost and he had applied for a 
duplicate certificate. On 14th September, 1970 the 
bank issued another letter, Ext. M4 to the affected 
workman stating that he was not producing the origi- 
nal certificate and he did not fulfill the prescribed 
conditions of the bank and as such his services were 
no more required with effect from 29th September 1970. 
On 23rd September, 1970 the affected workman asked 
the bank for further time and the request was re- 
jected by the bank on 24th September, 1970. Then the 
Bihar Provincial Bank Employees Federation submit- 
ted a complaint to the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C). Putna on 25th September, 1970, Ext. W.14 on 
which the Assistant Labour Commissioner issued a 
notice to the parties on 26th September, 1970, Ext. 
W.15 informing them that “I shall hold joint discus- 
sions and if necessary, conciliation proceedings under 
S. 12 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in the above 
mentioned dispute at 10.30 a.m. on 5th October, 1970 
in my office” and that the parties should attend. 
Paras 2 & 3 of the letter were as following — 

“2. In this connection your attention is innvited 
to the obligations imposed by Section 22(1) 
(d) (for workmen). Section 22(2) (d) (for 
employer) and Section 33 (for employer) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

3. A copy of union’s letter No. 330/70, dated 25th 
September 1970 is enclosed for management's 
comments in six copies at an early date. The 
management is further requested to maintain 
status quo till the dispute is decided by this 
office.’’ 


It is contended on behalf of the bank that the order 
of termination of service of the affbeted workman was 
passed on 14th September, 1970 by the letter, Ext. M4 
and thereafter they did not do any act in this regard 
and as such the order of terminantion should not be 
deemed as passed after 25th September, 1970 and dur- 
ing the conciliation proceeding. On behalf of the 
bank it is further argued that even the request of the 
affected workman for time to produce the original 
certificate or its duplicate was also rejected by the 
letter dated 24th September, 1970, annexure 7 of Ext. 
W.14 before the complaint, Ext. W14 was submitted 
to the Assistant Labour Commissioner on 26th Septem- 
ber, 1970. I find force in the argument of the bank. 
That apart, 5.20 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
deals with the commencement and conclusion of a 
conciliation proceeding. The Section says: 

“A conciliation proceeding shall be deemed to 
have commenced on the date on which a notice 
of strike or lock out under S.22 Is received 
by the Conciliation Officer or on the date of 
the order referring the dispute to a Board as 
the case may be." 

Section 22 speaks about the notice to be given in a 
Public Utility service regarding strike or lock out. 
Banking industry is a Public Utility Service, its nature 
as such is further extended for a period of six months 
from the 29th December, 1968 as per the notification 
appearing in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 
(ii) dated the 21st December, 1968. It is argued that 
the period is being extended from six months to six 
months and even today banking industry is a Public 
Utility Service. No material to the contra is produced 
before me. In the instant case no such notice of strike 
or lock out was issued in order to compute the period 
of commencement of the conciliation proceeding, Con- 
sequently, the direction of the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner to the management of the hank to maintain 
status quo is of no effect. Section 20 does not speak 
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about a conciliation proceeding in respect of a Non- 
Public Utility Service. The letter of the conciliation 
officer, Ext. W.15 starts thus: 

"This is to inform you that I shall hold joint dis- 
cussions and if necessary conciliation procee- 
ding under S.12 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 in the above mentioned dispute at 10.30 
a.m. on 5th October, 1970.'’ 

It means that the conciliation proceeding, if necessary 
was to start on 5th October, 1970 and it had not started 
on 2Gth September, 1970 and they were not pending 
on 29th September, 1970 from which date the services 
of the affected workman stand terminated. Even if 
it is deemed that the banking industry was a Non- 
Public Utility Service it cannot be said, in view of the 
above circumstances that the conciliation proceeding 
was pending on 29th September, 1970, from which date 
the services of the aifected workman stand terminated. 
In East Asiatic and Allied Companies .Limited v, B. L. 
Shelke (1961-1-L.L.J 162) the Bombay High Court 
took the view that — - 

‘‘It was the duty of the conciliation officer to 
satisfy himself before undertaking conciliation 
proceeding as to whether the grievances, which 
the union had put forward, were genuine or 
not. Now, since the law confers a discretion 
upon the conciliation officer whether he 
should enter upon conciliation or not, it is 
only right and proper that he should satisfy 
himself by all means available to him about 
the propriety of undertaking conciliation." 

The discretion referred to, as regards the dispute 
relating to a Non Public Utility Service is vested in 
the conciliation officer under S.12 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. If, therefore, for satisfying him- 
self in this respect, he holds priliminary discussion 
with the representatives of the parties and even con- 
veys proposals made by one of the parties to the 
other, it could not be said that he has commenced 
conciliation proceeding. He could do so to satisfy 
himself as to whether there is any genuine dispute 
and whether it is a matter in which he should under- 
take conciliation. No authority is cited to the contra. 
In this view I do not find any substance in the con- 
tention of the workmen that the termination of services 
of the affected workman was hit by S. 33 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

7. I also do not find any substance in the allegation 
of the workmen that termination of services of the 
aifected workman was vindictive. Except that the 
bank called upon the affected workman to produce in 
original his educational qualification certificate and on 
non-production of the same terminated his services, 
no other allegation is made to show vindictiveness on 
the part of the bank. 1 do not propose to go into 
the rules of the bank relating to the appointment oi 
their employees. It is an admitted position that on 
his application the affected workman was appointed 
as a temporary godown keeper. Ext. W19 is an appli- 
cation dated 10th December, 1967 from the affected 
workman to the agent of the bank for his appoint- 
ment as a godown keeper. In para 1 he has shown 
that he has passed the matriculation examination 
from the Bihar School Examination Board, Patna in 
the year 1961 and in para 2 he has pointed out his 
date of birth as 2nd January, 1944. Ext. W20 is an- 
other application of the affected workman dated 2nd 
January, 1969 to the agent of the bank for his appoint- 
ment as a godown keeper. In this also he had stated 
that he had passed the matriculation examination from 
the Bihar School Examination Board, Patna in the 
year 1961 and that his date of birth was 2nd January, 
1944. Contents of the identity slip. Ext. M6 of the 
affected workman are also to the same effect. What- 
ever be the reason, the bank called upon the affected 
workman to produce his original matriculation certi- 
ficate for verification by their letter dated 7th August, 
1970, Ext. M3. The affected workman replied on 10th 
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August, 1970 that he had lost the original matricula- 
tion "certificate and he had applied to the Bihar School 
Examination Board to issue him a duplicate und that 
as soon as he received it he would produce the same. 
His subsequent letters to the bank are also to the 
same effect that he would produce the duplicate certi- 
ficate as soon as he received it. But he did not pro- 
duce it at any time, not even during the conciliation 
proceeding. To this date also the workmen did not 
choose to produce it before the tribunal. Ext. Ml 2 
and Ext. M13 are copies of letters addressed by the 
affected workman to the Secretary, Bihar School Exa- 
mination Board, Patna respectively on 9th August, 
1970 and 23rd September, 1970. Through these letters 
the affected workman requested the Secretary of the 
Board to issue him a duplicate certificate. In these 
letters he had only mentioned that he had passed the 
matriculation examination in the year 1961 and no 
other particulars. Shri Chhabra, the representative of 
the bank has pointed out that it could not be possible 
for the Secretary of the Board to verify the correct- 
ness of the statement of the affected workman and 
issue the duplicate certificate because the affected 
workman had not mentioned even his roll number. 
Even if the affected workman had produced before 
the agent of the bank the original matriculation certi- 
ficate at any time earlier, it cannot be argued that he 
was not bound to produce it again or if the bank 
called upon him to produce it again it was due to 
vindictiveness. Regarding requests made by the affec- 
ted workman to make him permanent and the bank 
rejecting the same, there is absolutely no evidence 
on record. In this view of the matter I find no force 
in the allegation. 

8, In the result, I find that the action of the State 
Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur, Patna In terminating the 
services of Shri R. C. Jha, godown keeper with effect 
from the 29th September 1970 was justified and, con- 
sequently, he is not entitled to any relief. The award 
is made accordingly and submitted under S.15 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 

Presiding Officer. 

[No. 23/135/70/LRIII.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 24 th February, 1972 

S.O. 2192. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Bank of Baroda and Iheir 
workmen in respect of the matter specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10, of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 
J947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Industrial Tribunal of which Shri Aftab Ahmed shall be 
(he Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Kanpur and 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Tribunal. 

Schedule 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of the 
Bank of Baroda in dismissing Shri J. L. 
Mehrotra from service with effect from the 
1st October, 1956 was justified? If not, to 
what relief is he entitled?” 

[No, L-1201 2/106/7 1 -LR.III, J 
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fed m: fefefi httpr did ffend tt ffiTfifdfefid 
% faq fefftlft ii <4 1 fewfefi TT^TST^t ^ ; 

fid- fife fefeffifi fadifi fifkffefifi, 1947 (1947 
jpr 1 4) fife finer 7 -fir fife finer 1 o fife ^toth ( 1 ) % ms 
(d) mcr snm wfiRTqf fifi srfefi firfet $q, fefeq- 
rmddTTr fifi fifefeffiT fifed mr fifed firrfe |, fdd% fesfefe 
fifefifet ®fe At 1 4 A Rl fifififi fee foHfiii fiqfiPdfi '+. M 1 ^ 
fefiT ?jfe; ^fid fddTfi fife fifid 4(1 fe P idi fiffifirpfi 
fife ^TRfJRiR' % ffeq fefefifid fiTfdt 1 

fife^fe 

mj dfe srre dsfeT % tra^ fife fife 3° q*ro 
fifefedn fife idfe VFTii <, 1 956 fefife fifird fifet fife 
fin fentt (fiFrtfdd fet ? fife rfef eft fig ffer fiddfa ^r 
$ ? 

,[fio tTFTo- 12012 / 106/71-HfTo fiRo III] 
New Delhi, the 28 th February, 1972 

S.O. 2193.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Bank of Rajasthan Limi- 
ted, Indore, and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And Whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constitut- 
ed under section 7 A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
Bank of Rajasthan Limited, Indore, in termi- 
nating the services of Shri Nareshkumar 
Shukla. Peon, with effect from the 19th 
August, 1971, was justified? If not, to what 
relief is he entitled?” 

[No. L-12012/4/72-LR.III.] 
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[fio Pfio 12012 / 4/7 2 — o wrta III] 


New Delhi, the 10th May 1972 

S.O. 2194.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exicts between th« 
employers in relation to the National and Grindlaye 
Bank Limited and their workmen in respect of th« 
matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Industrial Tribunal. (No. 2), Bombay 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the duties of Sarvashri D. C. D'Souza 
and A. V. Pendurkar, Air Conditioning Help- 
ers of National and Grindlays Bank Limited, 
Bombay would entitle them to be equated to 
the duties of the Air Conditioning Plant 
Helpers, specified in item (x) of Part II of 
Appendix B of the Settlement arrived at bet- 
ween the managements of certain banks and 
their workmen on the 19th October I960 and 
as such make them eligible for the special 
allowahce” 

[No. L.12012/17/72/LRIII.] 
fit fecWt, 10 fit, 1972 
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[ffo IRfo 12012/ 17/7 2-RToTrTo III] 

S.O. 2195. — Whereas the Central Government is. of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the State Bank of India and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
'desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of t !_ ■ n f the 

State Bank of India. ( ■ teds 

and recruiting clerks-cum-typists/clerk-cu-ni- 
stenos between May and November, 1971 with- 
out notifying the vacancies on the Bank’s 
Notice Board, is justified? If not, what should 
be the procedure to be adopted by the Bank 
to get the vacancies filled afresh?” 

[No. L.12011/1/72/LEIII.] 
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[Jfo IT 30 1201l/l/72/tT5ro WRo III] 

S.O. 2196. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the State Bank of India and 
their workmen in respect of the matter specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
dej ' able to r. Cer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal, (No. 3), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
State Bank of India, Patna in terminating the 
services of Shri Surendra Mishra, Watchman 
with effect from the 11th October, 1971 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

[No. L.12012/9/72/LRIII.] 
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[7° 12012/9/7 2-^70 7Ro HI] 

New Delhi , the 12 th May 1972 

S.O. 2197. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Indian Airlines and their 
workman in respect of the matter specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A, and clause (d) cf sub-section (1) of 
section 10, of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Industrial Tribunal of which Shri P. S. Ananth shall 
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be the Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Hydera- 
bad and refers the said dispute for adjudication to 
the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

Whether the action of the management of the 
Indian Airlines, in terminating the services of 
Shri B. Krishna Dev Singh, Junior Traffic 
Assistant, Hyderabad, with effect from the 
14th April. 1969, was justified? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled? 

[No. L.1101 1/3/72/1 RIII.J 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

fecHt, 12 pf, 1972 

35To 21 97.-5RT: (TW TFT | f% 

spr^fr # fafdfs'R fdwT % s k % ftnsiRT 

<?TT HrfRT H TRaiT fRtffaqYY tit* TRTTTf % sfY^ 

TTfa t[T.' %fsfl"T dUFR HIcT fdM[<t qf[ r3 TETfdnTT'T % 
faffw ^RdT TRTSTdT 

srr:, UT, srWrf’Tffi frTK irfijfrm, 1947 (1947 

qor 14 ) # arm 7-qr srk arm 1 0 # marru ( 1 ) % 

(*r ) sttt Tm Hfepff ^r sr^fm |tr, 

'Tp ■TfcTTTT Tfo-T W t, fm% 

'ftmfnr ^rfarTifr tir qY° tr^o -sRrq- ff’f f^mr 

f>n srlr bw farri qrr m ttY^re ?rfwp>r 

?f>> mtrpTNTR P fprtr fr?f3TT TTrfY | | 

m rrqr % TTdRTR'Rvr TT tit dTo frcq 

fa?, qrfffiss tthttct r^erf, tmrrT, ^trt 
14 swh, 1 969 % rnrm m tt TriiEfr mmfrn 
I ? TfT iff RT To WE fTT TT ?TdTT | ? 


Commissioner (C). Adipur (Kandla)” shall be substi- 
tuted. 

[No. 58/11/ 69-FacII/P&D.] 
(«H7 tit* T>3pm f¥dRT ) 
df fdPlY, 31 df 197 2 

^To SfT° 2198. — Tfa TWIT ( fdTFPT fdfdTm) 
srfarfdTd 1948 ( 1948 dr 9 ) ^ arm 5-d? dqanzr 
( 3 ) 3TTT T?rT Hfapff TT TRTRT TTd |Tr, %7g>T WIT 
>rdTfm WETT apTTTTd (T??Yt) % mid RT 

r?rtt ardrddd (%^Yt) Trfigr, (ttotift) tit tew 
3 fqr rr dtt ti dmr % m if fawr f# f rYt dmr 
RTTTT ti dd^d «Td, fRnTR rYt Jddld ddTHd ( dd rYt 
TY ddTdfddTd) tY dfsr^ddT dddr PT° dTo 380 5fddTP 
26 WIT, 19 88 it fwfafad dtp RgfYSPT TTdY I, 
ddtd : — 

dpi srfar^ddT d “%Rid dipn pt Trfdfdfirrd prd 
dl% dPd” Pit V % dtd d? ( 5 ) % dldd "dfTTP ddlddd 
(%ptd) ?r<iddrdR”, rrfdfcd P ?dTd IT “dPTdP ddTddd 
(p^itd) dfddi (pt^ht) dfdfR srfdRrTpTcr pt phtpY i 

[d^dr 58/ 1 l/69-Pm2/fro qoi-fto] 

Nev: Dfhi, the 1st June 1972 

S.O. 2199. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sections (1), (5) and (4) of section 5A of the Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act. 1948 (9 of 
1948), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri. 
S. K. Ghosh. Depnty Chairman. Calcutta Port Con> 
missioners, Calcutta as a member of the Calcutta 
Dock Labour Board and nominates him Chairman of 
the said Board with effect from the 1st February, 1972 
to the 3rd March, 1972, vice Shri K. K. Ray granted 
leave and makes the following further amendment in 
the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
1322. dated the 7th April, 1967, namely:— 


[do irpo 1101 1/3/7 2 /ddo qn> IJJJ 
^d° ddo dfgRTdd, 
d R dfdd I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 31st May 1972 

S.O. 2198. -In exercise of the powers conferred bi 
sub-section (3) of section 5A of the Dock Worked 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of ms) 
the Central Government hereby appoints the Assistani 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Adipur, Kandla vice 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Ahmedabad, as a member of the Kandla Dock Laboui 
Board and makes the following further amendment ir 
the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No SO 
3805, dated the 26th October, 1968, namely: — 


In the said notification, under the heading “Member 
representing the Central Government”, against item 
(5), for the entry “The Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), Ahmedabad” the entry “The Assistant Labour 


In the said notification. — 

(1) under the heading "Members representing the 
Central Government”, for the entry rsi ating to 
item ( 1 ), the following entry shall be substi- 
tuted namely: — 

“(1) Shri S. K. Ghosh( Deputy Chairman, Calcutta 
Port Commissioner, Calcutta-” 

( 2 ) in paragraph 2 , for the words and letters “Shri 
K. K. Ray, Chairman”, the words and letters 
“S. K. Ghosh. Deputy Chairman” shall be 
substituted. 

[No. 53/23/ 67-Fac.II/P&D.] 
O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 
15pr 1972 

3 >To 35 TTo 219 9 . — ?T% TR-UT (fdTW qrT f fqiTd) 
Urgfdirr, 1948 ( 1 9 4 8 IT 9 ) TT STIC 5 -q 7 # HT'cnTuff 
(l), ( 3 ) tirr, ( 4 ) TTTT TRvT WpfcPff ITT TETRI TTff 
ftr tRsYt g-RFR l[d?TRr RTTo %o sftq, HTrRi'W, 
IT'TTrfT TYcf TrfYpn'TTT, THTrTT qiY sfT %o %o ^o. 
fsjY ?rY^?r qrY ^ t, % ?STRT qr 1 qrRRT, 1972 % 3 RR, 
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1 97 2 ET MRMM1T UM 1 IT E fMMMM 

ipTCcfV £ MU -pf. TOE M jftfT MRET fr 

srU; ere trmmr % «te prfE emtem 

(MET Wk TIMMK fMEET E MMo WTo 

13 22 ERVe 7 WEE, 1 9 EPlE EWiEE 

MEET I, !ET^ : — 

wr ttIfejmet ir, 

( 1 ) ”%nfET fRMMTET ETET EMTO" 

tMmt% TO TfalE JTfsrf 1 ^ 

% TOTE ME f ETOlfaE M?T 

5Tn?rft, TOE 1 ^ 

"( i) «ftn;E° ex 

TOTTOTT, MTOMiET MX mX WEE, TOEFEl ; 

( 2) TOT 2 T “Mt X X 7-, TOTOW,” TOMT wV WRT % 
TOTE MR” JsfT TTfTo %o MR, TOP-MM” 

wXf wk wu mm m faro rfrE fMRT ettott , 

[WT 5 3/23/ 67-TsfTo 2/qTo £k] 
5fto tfT° MEET?, TOR EfWM I 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 1st June 1972 

S.O. 2200. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Scmmadu Estate Asambur (B-O.), Yercaud 
Post. Saleem District have agreed that the provisions 
ol the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952). should be made applica- 
ble to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said rvet, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force, on the first day of January, 1972. 

[No. S. 35010 (31 )/7:l-PF-II.l 

mic wk tower faffm 

fewt, 1 ^E, 1972 

»pto wr° 2200 . — me: %wfk etome mm me meIe suit 
% fw PEE kTT| trr%z, TOTEfE (mX WTo ) MRWk MPTO, 
fwwT ewe ettof totme ere fEMTro wk MkErfroff # 

MfETOl sE MTE TO E^EE MT Ft t % M^MRl EfMTO fEfE 
Ek fiR MWE .fafE wfEfEME, 1 952 ( 19 5 2 MM 19) 
% TOMTO 5W TOTME “Ft rr i El f%P ETE Milk 1 ; 

5PPTU TO1, W Slfafwi MTt ERT 1 at TOETOT ( 4 ) 
5TOT EME wfMcRT MM RET Rl gn TOrtM FHH JFT 
XeIeWE % TOTOE TOE TOTME X MEMERT MET Rdft | | 

me EfEgwET 1972 X eemmT % tout fX mm mmw 
TETS ft WREt I 

[Mo ME 0 — 3 5 0 1 9 ( 3 1 ) / 7 2~ r ft o TO;o2 ] 


S.O. 2201. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs. K. S. P. Natarajan Trust, 99, South Cotton 
Road, Tuticorin-1 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applica- 
ble to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Centra) Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of March, 1972. 

[No. S. 35019 (41 )/72-PFJI,] 

«PTo TOo 2 2 01. — ME: XXm RE Tit SOttcf 
?tET t ^EM %o ttmo tto EETTR 99, EER 
TER Tts, (jfFEfitfR-1 EEEF 7 EEET E MRS iRTtTRi 
sfk TEETftE'f MfERT R MTE TT M^MM ST E^ | % 
TMMKt 'MfER fMfE MU fER EMM fMftJ STWfEET, 
1952 ( 1952 MT 19) % MMMfET iTT MTETM Mt MTM PpT 

MTffP ; 

WT:, MM, TFT wfEfMMM tT ETU 1 TT ( 4) 

5 TTT MMM TlfttEff MM MMTM TO MM MMMTR MMM 

MfylMEM % METEM MMM MTTTM Mt MMMaTTT MEJ MTOff ^ ; 

WftrFtMMT 1972 # MT^ % E«TE feM Tit 
ff TEWt MTRft I 

[Mo rETo 35019 ( 4l)/72-Eto irqio 2 ] 

S.O. 2202. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Ganesh Textile Industries, 348, Teliwara, 
Delhi-Shahdara have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applica- 
ble to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of September, 1971. 

[No. S, 35019 (37) /72-PF.II.] 

EMoWTo 22 02 , — R: E7MMT T7 MM EMtM MtET 

I {% MM# TOW tMMTIsR 5 4 8 , M'TWTT, fTOrt, 

WMITU, METMT RTTM % ER3 fMMtTO MU WMRfTMT mT 
MfTEsET FM MET ET WKEcT ?T Mt & fE TEMT^ EfMR fMfE 
Wk f EM TOM fafa MfafMMM, 1 952 ( 1952 MM 19) 

% MEWR TOM ^mtEM MM fTT WTM MTfR ; 

ME:, MM, TOE MfMTfEMM MM MEM 1 Mt TOERl( 4) 
MTTT TOE EfMEMf MM toTTM Mem 7J' TOiftM MTOMT TOE 
MfEfEME % EEMR MME TOTEM Ml RT EEJ MiRft | I 

ME TTfa^EET 1 97 1 % ftERM T MME fTE MTf TTME 

EEWf EKEfT I 

[Eo Wfo 35019 ( 37)/72-'fte iRTo 2 J 
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S.O. 2203. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
the Kerala Chemical and Biological Agency, 1785, 
Musaliar Building Chinnakada Quilon-1 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thirtieth 
day of April, 1972. 

[No. S-35019(45)/72-PF.II.] 

cfiTo 3 R 0 2203 ET: ft E| ETft 

jjftcIT ft ft =h<<rtl ftEETE ETEfaftrERT 1^4 1785 

BBTftETT RiftsT, ftvfH-1 TIRE BEET % 

VS 

grgyy ftETBE Eft ErftRftft ft EfftsET W ETT ET 
ft Ef I Pl> TTTtfr EfftE ftfST ETC fB*E TNT ftfsr 

1952 ( 1 952 ET 19) % BEETJ BET BEET ft 
BBT fft[ TET TTfftr ; 

m:, EE, BET EfsrfTEE ft THE 1 ft BESETT ( 4) 
gKT EEW ftBTET ET EETE Elft f E FETE BTETT BET 
EfsiPTER’ % BEETJ BET BEET ft t^TgrCT TTE ECdt | ; 

Ef EfSf^TTT 1972 ft EEC, % ft EE ftr ft EET 
ft EE# ETTEt I 

[To tTEo 35019 ( 4 5 ) / 7 2— El o tftio 2] 

S.O. 2204. — Whereas it appears 1 to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment It". own as 
Messrs Ranka Cable Corporation, Industrial Estate, 
Cuddapah, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952). should be made applicable to the 
said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of June, 1970. 

[No. 8(172)/70-PF.II.] 

^To ETo 2204. — ET: ftsftE TEETT ft Ef ETtT ft<TT 
1 ft ETT TTET %ET ETE'P'ET, iftR-TET fEEET TTEE 
BEET ?T BEETT fTETEE Eft EEElfftff ft EfBW W 
ERT ET TfET ft Ef | ft ETTElft TfftE fTfE Eft JB^E 
EET ftflr EftlfTEE, 1952 ( 1952ET 19) % BEEET BET 
BEET ft BTE ft^ Eft Tlftt 

EE:, EE, BET EfsrfTEE ft SETT 1 ft BEETTT ( 4) 
STET EEtT ftETEt ET EEtE Eft ftftE TTEET BET 
EftftEE % BEET BET BRET ft RTEJTET ETE Eftt | I 

EE Et'EC[ETT 1970 ft ET % E'EE fft ft EETT 
ff EE# ETEft I 

[To 8 (l72)/ 70— Ef° 2] 


S.O. 2205. — Whereas Messrs. Star Paper Mills Limitexl 
27, Brabourne Road, Calcutta-1 (hereinafter referred 
to as the said establishment) has applied for exemption 
under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment the rules of the provident fund of the said estab- 
lishment with respect to the rate s of contribution are 
noc favourable to the employees therein than those 
specified m section 6 of the said Act, and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
whien on the whole are not less favourable to the 
employees tfian the benefits provided under the said 
Act or under the Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 
1952 (hereinatter referred to as the said Scheme) in 
relation to the employees in any other establishment 
of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section < l) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to tne conditions specified in 
the Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government 
hereby exempts the said establishment from the opera- 
tion of all the provisions of the said Scheme and in 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, 
the Central Government hereby directs that, — 

(a) the employers in relation to the said establish- 
ment snail pay within fifteen days of the close 
of the -month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 
per cent (zero point, zero rune per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retain- 
ing allowance, if any, and cash value of food 
concession admissible thereon) for the time 
being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become mem- 
bers under the said Scheme but for this exemp- 
tion; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contributions in accordance with the direc- 
tions issued by the Central Government from 
time to, time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner as the Central 
Government may, from time to time, prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an 
Annual Statement of Account or Pass Book. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Fund including the maintenance of accounts, sub- 
mission of accounts and returns, transfer of accumula- 
tions, payment of inspection charges etc., shall be borne 
by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board 
of the establishment a copy of the rules of the Fund 
as approved by the appropriate Government and, as 
and when amended, alongwith a translation of the 
salient points thereof in the language of the majority 
of the employees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund (Statutory Fund) or the 
Provident Fund of another exempted establishment is 
employed in his establishment, the employer shall im- 
mediately enrol him as a member of the Fund of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumulations in 
respect of such employees and credit to his account. 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident 
fund contribution appropriately if the rate of provident 
fund contributions for the class of establishments in 
which his establishment falls is enhanced under the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act. 1952 so that the benefits under the provident fund 
scheme of the establishment shall not become less 
favourable than the benefit provided under the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952. 
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7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance 
sheet of its provident fund every year to the Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner within 3 months of the 
close of the year. 

8. No amendment of the rules of the provident fund 
shall be made without the previous approval of the 
Central Provident Fund Commissioner. V/here any 
amendment is likely to affect adversely the interests 
of the employees, the Central Provident Fund Com- 
missioner shall, before giving his approval, give a 
reasonable opportunity to the employees to explain 
their point of view. 

[No. 11/16/ 69-PF.II.] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 

TOTo TOT° 2 2 05. — TOTO, TO# RR #T fTORT 
27, TOR #TO, TOTOTOTOT-l (fa# R# Rl% TOTOTOTTO TOR 

# tow# toFtr ftfro w torr 

TOTOTO ftfil TOfsiftTOTO, 1952 ( 19 52 TOT 19) (fa# RT# 
r# rtor tor TOfsfftroro tort 1 7 tot toto-tort 

( 1 ) % TOR (TO) % TO#H TOT # % fair TOTTOTOTO pTOTOT | ; 

TOT# TOTO, RTOR TOt TFT # ##TFT TO# TO# TOt 

TOFR TOTOT TTOTTOR % TOpCR ftfsT f TOFT TOTTO TOWpT# 
% f#T TOT fTOT# % TOR TRTOTO TO# | 3ft TOR ##pTOFT TO# 
tJTTT 6 # ftiTOfTOR #TT TOW# #RT 1%fST TO# TFT 

sr##rro; # tot t| | # tow## %■ far fro fiRTTOrr 
tot s^ft## # tor rtotor to# |, #, to# wr % f%rft tfr 
F im % tow## % ##r #, w ###?? % r#to ## 
TORTOT# Rf#R f#f# ?#R, 1952 (fa# RT# RT% TOTTOR 

tor t#r totot |) % ?t#to # 511# I ; 

tort, tor, tor ?rFsrPTOTOR # stort 1 1 to# tottottt ( 1 ) 

% giR (TOT) gTTT TORT #TOTO# TOT TO#R TOT# gC[ ?T# TOTO# 
TOTTTOTST TORT# TO FTOftfcR: Wf % TO#TO Tf# grr, 
TOTTOR TOTOTO Fim TO# TOR TTO#TO % TO# TOHF# % 
TOTO TOTO # FyRSRT TsT ## | TO# TOR TORT 1 7 TO# TOTTORT 
(3) % TOTOTOTTO if TOTTOR OyKslRr ft#TO ## 

| fa : — 

(to) tor ttottoto # toftototo ffarfaro tor From % 
r TOT. .TOW## TO#/;#, TO# TOf w: TO # TOf 
ft#.#, TORffatTO % TO#TO TORTO ft TOTO 
ft#, drd-H-4 TOTO TOTOTO % ( TOTpd'ftTO R#, 

#gror§ wr, tRistirt w, to# to## #, 

ifkWTUlW TOTTTOTOfTTOITOd TTTTIT’TvT) 

0.09 (iRT RTRTT 5RT # )#RTT # R 
#(d(t<*i u l SWR+Otii’-d % RSf f#T % #tR 

##T f#£f # #rr ; 

(g) ft#5R> f#sr ##n# #, 

%#T FRfR 1RT tl-Hd ddd R f#FTvT 
iRi' fdRlf % 5R7TR, f###! ##T I 
RTT# 

'O CN 

1 . fd#3R tftFrt #dR Rrfy irnm # t fiRfw 
f#f TOR TOUT TOFT R f#fTT TO: | 


2 . fd#TO TOTRt # TrfrtT ^gT-ftTRI TO 
TOT ft! TOSTO I 

3. Rrfsr % UTOITT, fTTO TTOTO TO TOTOrr T^TO, 
#<TO# fTR## TO TTO TORT, TOT# TOT TOR, 
fRtTOTO TTO# TOTfTO TO TTOT TOftTOfTOcT % T TOTOTOfTOcT 
TO# TO# TO TOT f<f#TOTO TRI fTOTO TOT^TO I 

4. fTTOTOTO TOTTOT TOTTOR TOTO TOTOTtpTO ft# % 

O \3 

fTOTTO # ITTO TO# FTOTOT % f TOT RT R TOTOTOcT TOTO 
TO# TOTO TO# TTTO t#TOT fTOTT TOTTOTO TO TOTOTOtFt# TO 
TpW TOt TOTTOT TO RT# TOTO TOTO TOT# TO TOTO TITO # 
TOTOpTOTO TOTOT I 

5. #TO TOT #TOT TOTTOi#, # TOTOTOT# TOpTOTO ftPsr 
(TOTO# ft#) TOT TsTO TORT ff# TOTO tTOT'TTO # TOfTOTO 
fro# TO TOf# # # TOTOTO I, TOTO# TTOTTTO TO pTOTOTfTOTO ftTOT | 

# fTO#TOT> tTOTTOTO # pTOfTO % TOTO7TO % TO TO TOTOTO TOTTO ^TTO 
ft TOTO ##T TO# n% TOT' TOT# TO TOTTOTO TOTO% pTOS^T TOTO# 

# TOtTOR TO# Rf TOTO% TOt TO TOTOT TO^TOT I 

6 . TO# TOTO TOTO % PTTTOtf tr f#[. pTOTOTO ft#TOTO TOT 
RTTTTO TORT |, #TOTO ft# % TOpTOTOT# TOt TOT TOTOTORt 
#TOTO fTO# TOTOT fTOR 9'TOTO ft PTO TOpTOpTOTOTO, 1 9 5 2 % TO#TO 
TOTOT TOt TOTO # ft#TOTO ##TO PtPto % TOTOTOFTt # TOT 
TTOfTOTO TO TO TOTf TOTOT TOTpT TTOTR ft TOpTOTO pTOpTO T#TO % 
?T#TO # TOTOPtoTO# TOTO TOtoFTO'TOT# TO TTO TOTOTTO TO ft TOTO 
fTOT# TOTOTTO RTTO# TOft TO ftPcT TOTO fRTO RR ftPsr 
TOpSlftTOTO, 1952 % TO#TO | I 

7 . TOTTOTO TOT# TOfTOTO Pto# TOTO TORtpTOTO ^TOTO-TTO 
f T TOTO TOT#TOTOT TOpTOTO ftpTO TOTTOTOTO # TOTOTR % #TO TOTTO 
% #R TOTOTOT i 

8. TOpTOR ft# #TO# TO TO# # TOTORTO %#TO TOpTOR 
ftPsr TOITOR TO TOT TOTOTOTTOTO % pTOTOT TOff fTTOT TOTOTTOT I TOfT 
fro# to#sr to tortotPttot % ff# tot toPtotto TOTOTTO TOTTOT 

TOTORTO ft TOft ##TO TOfTOTO ftPsr TOTTOTOTO, TORT TOTOTOtTOTO 

ft % gro, tot#totFt# to?t tort tPtototto ?tto tot# tot toPtoto- 

TOTOTO TOTOR tTOT I 

N3 

[TOo ll/l 6/ 69 — #0 TTiRo II] 
TOT#TO ftf, TOR TOPTOTO I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 28 th December 1971 

S.O. 2206. — Whereas 1 the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of South 
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Bulliari Kendwadih Group of Collieries of Messrs 
East Indian Coal Company Limited, Post Office Kusun- 
da, District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Cetral Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 

by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunanl 
(No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

1. ‘'Whether the management of South Bulliari 

and Kendwadih Group of Collieries of Messrs 
East Indian Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad has the 
financial capacity to pay Variable Dearness 
allowance at the rate of Rs. 1.86 paise per 
day per worker with effect from the 1st 
April, 1971? If so to what relief are the 
workmen concerned entitled?” 

2. “Whether the refusal of the management of 

South Bulliari Kendwadih Group of Collieries 
of Messrs East Indian Coal Company Limited, 
to pay overtime wages to all the workmen at 
the rate of 2 1/2 times of their normal wages 
for working on Sunday keeping in view the 
same facilities being allowed to the workmen 
of Engineering Department of Bararee and 
Jealgora Collieries of the same management 
by virtue of the mutual agreement dated the 
1st July, 1971, entered into between Messrs 
East Indian Coal Company Limited. and 
Bihar Coal Miners’ Union is justified? If not, 
to what relief are the workmen employed in 
South Bulliari Kendwadih Group of Collieries 
entitled?” 

3. “Whether the Coal Cutting Machine Helpers 

of South Bulliari Kendwadih Group of Coll- 
ieries of Messrs East Indian Coal Company 
Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad 
are entitled to be placed in Category-IV and 
to get wages accordingly? If so, from which 
date?” 

[No. L/2012/181/71-LRII.] 

(>5111 WT fTTTT ) 

TTkw 

ffcTl, 2 8 fefRTT, 1971 

T?I° TlTo 2206. — Tff: RUFR TFT | 

% IRT UTTTR TfiPJTf F faq-qf % TR if TT# 

fR iiTTT T?R T7RTI PtTtTT, ft RTShT ffruPTRt 
f-RTTfff TrrPpTflTT % ITT, TTTFR JRR, fTTT ?FT- 
TTT % TTRT WT R RfR^ fffiTtWi WERT 

% TUT I/TT TffTTtfTT fTTR fr^TTR | I 

5TR ?TT: TRTTR RTT fTTT? ft RPTfT'TTT 

fft PlTfkT TRTT Ti'SkT TFUpft | ; 

tut, m, ttWtt frrre TTfirPunr, 1947 (1947 
Sfff 14 ) # S1RT 10 T?f RTSTRT ( l) % TPR (T) TRT 
5T<RT TrfTffiff TT TTTT TRT fff, fkfr TRTTR rFRgRJ 
-JTT frTTT TTf RTT TTfiffTTR ft STRT 7-T7 % Tffsftff Tf5T 


TTWlffi-jr TrfTTRT (TW l), P JTTTT It RTTiT<TTT 
% Plf frffTT TRcft | I 

IF T TTi 

1. “TUT ffs TRII TUT TFTdt fgrfags 
% TRR ifr TTR> UR TTTffk TTUrtRlT fr ITT, SITTER 
fTST, f ITT JTTTI It T FTTH T T|Tf 5FJT , 1971 
R 1.86 TTt TFfFpT, I IT FTTR TuT <R ?T Tfclff TUTR 
spur Tf Til TTfpTT STTTf f ? TFT, ^1, eft RriffSTT 
TTTTT ftffi TTlflT % ^TRR | ? ” 

2. “TIT Tff ffT ffsTT TUT TFPTf ffftRT % 

TTST TFRrTR[ TRTrfr^ TfrpTRT fr ITT % TRSTTRU TT 
ATT WTTfi TT> ’frWR TT> TTPT TR% % %ir 3Rff TTffiFT 
TUfft-sR % 2J. TTT TT % TTlFTif FTffr TT It 
??TR TRTT If <fM ft SfR if Rtf rqrfrfTT ff 
Tff TWU fr TRrff 5TR Tftwfifm fkfJRfjr 
fffTft frUFT fr TlffTTfr Tit TUT Rl sFr-TT TIT flfTfs 
?fk fTfR TTR FTITTl Tfff-TT f FT 1-7-1971 
% TRITfUF tTTUR Tu q-f>TT lift ft it VI Tft 

| J Tk Tff, (ft TT3R TF-TTlft RlTrff.T ftRTfvTt ^ 

‘IT ft TPT Rt TFT TTTR pRt TTlfiT % ifTRR | ? ” 

3. "TTT TTR f^T-TT TUT TFTdt firflSS 

% TT3R ^ftTTrft %RTrfefT TflfTTkfr % TT, T1TTT 
fTSr, fu-Tt tt-TTK % TiRTT TIRf TFt RiftT RfFRl 
T'TT— 4 T m Tit Tfk TTTTR ffT^ft TFT TR% f TRTR 
| ? Tk Tt, Tt f=o<T TffbT ft ? ” 

[H^Tl ^0 2012/181/71-1^ TTRo 2] 


New Delhi, the 1th January 1972 

S.O. 2207. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of East 
Donger Chickli Colliery of Messrs Pench Valley Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Parasia, District Chhin- 
dwara (.Madhya Pradesh) and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) oi section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of East 
Donger Chickli Colliery belonging to Messrs 
Pench Valley Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Parasia, District Chhindwara (Madhya 

Pradesh) in stopping from work Sarvashri 
Rahim, Puran, Jugan and Mohan Timber Sup- 
pliers, with effect from the 12th June, 1969 
was justified? If not, to what relief are they 
entitled to?” 


[No. L/2212/20/71-LRII.] 
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TV feRf 7 RT -:fr 197 2 
RToSTTo 2207 Ref: RTRTT Rf RR | % fR?T 

otirr rpjrF R frfdfRR frrff %■ tr if to tt rtF 
RlR RFIdT fHfiRR, RF T>R fffRRF rYtTUF, VTRTT 

TrrrfRTi, Pm (rst ttr) % rrr r rttr 

pTTFRRT ?fp RT% RRTJTT % cfF7 -R TWffTR pTTR 

Irrrtr | ; 

sfk W: RRFT TUTRTr RTR PlRiT RT ?TlR-fffTRT 
% fRrr PrFrR R7RT TTBRiT RffRRF t I 

tr:, tr, rtrFPtr Prer rPctPirr, 1947 (1947 
rt 14 ) rF srrcr 10 rF strut ( 1 ) r -jjt (t) sft 

TTR rFrrF RT TTFT R7R fff, R^tFT RTRP itTTIPT 
rtt Pert rF to rPrPttr rF rut 7-r % rrFr tFrt 

%pFT RTRIT RhfrfTR RpRRTR RTRTt R> miFffRRT 

% pTR pTRfsiR RRlF § I 

RTJTF 

“RF! RfR JR #fF R>T P# pTpRJT RF f?T sFR 
FtrrF rFFrttF, ttrtt TrafRrr Pm Prt- 

TTfT (rs>R TpR) % ”RT R?TR rT RT rF T|Fr, ^T, 
TRT Rp R^IfR FP«P RCRTTR RF 1 2 TT 1 9 69 R RTR 
ir PFpF RF RTTTfF ?TfTlfTT TT ? TpT ffff, eft T PlR 
RTTtT % fRRT | I? ” 

[ZT^TF TT ^ — 2212/20/7 1— TT^Rpo — 2 ] 

Nev) Delhi , the 4th March, 1972 

S.O. 2208. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Digwadih 
Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company 
Limited, Post Office Jeaigora, District Dhanbad, and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 


ttF, ttrtt sftepfiTr, f^fprr set-tit tint tptt 

PrUTr'I ftk RRR RTRRT R TIT PR RpflfffR pTTP 

pTRRH |; 

ftP TT: RppT RTRTC TFT FTTIT FT ?TRpTRTR 
% ftrrr PrvfspT RTRT TiSTFT RRRtF t i 

RT:, RT, RpfFfRR fTTTT RpJpTTff, 1947 (l 947 

ti 14 ) rF tpi 10 rF TTjnr f 1 ) % (t) itti 

5RTT RpTTTT RT TTFT RPT gp, %?gk RTRU! tTRR^TRT 
3TT PlTTR RF 3TT RfijpTTff RC HR! 7R % ?T#T dfed 
%pPt TT7RR srhftfw TrfdPCT (trit i), tt-tr rt 
RPT prafTT % fRQ[ fdffdd RRft | | 

"RTT TTT TRI TrrTTT TTOg- RPFTf fdpTTT 

# fsTTlfTT RffH?Rr dPTRTTT % TtttTR, Pf fToTT 
iiTT RT, RRT TRST TTR gTTT 24 RTRR 1 9 7 0 T TT ' Rf 
RRT TORrfRf r I? TfT TgY, dt RdRR fRd STddfa RI 
fRTR | ?" 

[dRTT 'Rf °/ 201 2/2 11/7 1-PTT 0 TTR J II] 

New Delhi, the 6th March , 1972 

S.O. 2209. — Whereas the Centrrl Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Belbaid 
Colliery of Messrs Belbaid Collieries Limited. Post 
Office Topsi, District Burdwan and their workmen in 
inspect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause fd) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal. Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the said 


And whereas (ho Ceniral Government considers it 
do.mahl- ' rcT'” 1 .-'d dr-nute f ov adjudication; 

Now the e rio in e v crc e r.f 11>r r - vers conferred 
by clause id' of nh -eotion O') of ssetion 10 of the 
Industrial DisrR" Ac:. 1.047. (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adiu- 
dieatien to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of 
the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the dismissal of Shri Ahmad Khan, 
Watchman of the D.gwad h Colliery of Messrs 
Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited. Jama- 
doba, by the said management with effect 
from the 24th November, 1970 is justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 

[No. L/20J 2/21 1/71 -LRII.J 
fff fTRft, 4 RTT 1972 

RTo ^To 2208. — RT: 7RRK Rl - HR ^ 

fR Rl% PTTRT P fffffffRR fRjRf % Tp; if TRR 

TRT RFRT ^ ^ RPRfr MtRR # RtfR- 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Belbaid 
Colliery or Messrs Belbaid Collieries Limited, 
Post Office Topsi, District Burdwan in stop- 
ping from work Sarvashri N. K. Mishra. Sur- 
veyor, D. K. Ghosh Moullik, Dusting-in- 
Charge. K. G. Bhania C. L/Fitter, Anadiswar 
Mitra, P/Kholasi. Tara Bouri, Under Ground 
Trammer and R. P. Singh L/Mistry with 
effect from the 1st June. 1970 is justified? If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled?” 

[No. L/1912/140/71-LRIL] 

fff fTTOp 6 TIT 1972 


RTo STTo 22 0 Q Rf: %BTiR TTRR # -^jq- | 

fR TR ^ RTTTT RRJTt t fTiRprET fRRff % ^ ^ ^TR 
TRT^T RTfRRflT j%pRR, # TRTT RtfRRfF, TT R'NT 
TtTRF, fRTT TtTTR % RT?sr % fTRfR^f 

Tflr Rff% RRRRf % Thr tRT RhffftR fTTTT fTRRTR f ; 

?ftT rr: rrFt ?ttrr fqcrrr r[ RrrrlRotiiR 

% fw IrtPir rrtt ttotIr rrrrT I ; 
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top:, top, p^Pito Prop? srfsrfwr, 1947 (1947 tot 14) 
toy tort 10 toY tottort (1) % wz (to) trt tostt wfenff 

TOT HHTH TOTOT §V , ^PHYTO TOTTOR RTOH3RT 7TTTO fTOTOTTO TOT 
totot TOfroPppr toY tort 7 -to % totoYto hItoto YrhYto tor 
?ft?f[fHTO pfTOTOTTO, TOTOTOTTT TOT ^TT 'TPt 11 i ^ pTR fTOH'fYTTO 
TOTOTY § • 

PipjTOY 

“TOP TOTH TOTOTOTO TOYPTfiTtTO TOY #TOTOTO TOTiRPrY, 

TOFRR dYwY, fTOTOT HTOTOPT TO STOTOT TORTO TOY 
TOTOTOt tTTfo %o fTOTO, TOTOTOTO, fto %o , sft T T, TOfeH 
^TOTTO, To pYo TORT TOYo nRTo/fer, TOTOTfHRR 
fwr, 'fr/g'Tr<!fi, tort toYtotY, to/totto |tot tor toro 

HYo f=Tf, Rp/fTOR^ ^ H^toY TOTO, 1970 % TOTTO IT 
TTTOTO TOT TOTTOTOTiff ^PPfTOTO | ? Hp? TOff, TO) 
TOTOTOR fTOP TOfiTOTTO % TOTOTOR | ? 

[Ho tTRo l912/l40/7 1-^RT o TOR 0 - 2 ] 

S.O. 2210. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Madhu- 
jore Colliery of M/s. Madbujore Coal Company 
Private Limited, Post Office Kajeragram, District 
Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And Whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Madhu- 
jore Colliery of Messrs Madhujore Coal Com- 
pany Private Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, 
District Burdwan in dismissing Shri Mukhtar 
Singh, Overman, with effect from the 24th 
July, 1971, is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 

[No. L/1912/150/71-LRIL] 

TOTo ?*To 2 0 S 0- — HTO: TOTOTPl TOR TOY TPT | fro 

3TTT5 TOTOThY P frofrofTOR fTOPP TO TOfY R TOR' TOHTOYt 

tort tofttot totttot frofroror toY tosptYY totPprY tottotot 

TOTTOYTr UTR, fTOTOT HTOTOFT % TOPST TO TFTOi: f^TTST^ff TOk 
TOTO% TOHTOPY % TORT ^ pTTOtfHTO fTOPTO fTOTOPPTO | I 

toYt hto: %^toYh tottor totto Ftopto toy TOrRfwR 
TO fWR fTOTOfTOTO TORT HPstoYh TOTO?TTOY | ; 

TOTO:, TOTO, TOYTOTfHTO fTOTOTTO TOfdfTOHTO, 1947 
( 1947 TOT 14 ) TOY TORT 10 TOY tototort (l) % 1TOR 
(p) SKI TOTOTO RlfTO" TOT TOPH TOPY f R, 4 RTOK 

HylTOTORT TOTOT fTOTOTTO TOf “TT TOpTuTTOTO TOT TORT 7 -TO % PtoYTO 
Hfep TORYTO TOiR fpffltnTO pfTOTORTO, TOPTOPTT TOY 
TOTTfTOPT % fTlfRRT TOOT | 1 


5Tn^t 

“4HT R7PT TTT ?!# T1TTT % RTTlt 

o -o 

TtfvrT^, 51^?: : -l.T4RT HPT, f^RTl HTTFT T 
Tt, # HgrTR fil^ 5ftHT TOT TT, 24 
^RTff 1971 ^ T-TTOT TV TTHHlfY TORTOffTOT 
| ? HfH TOT, ffl THTK fTOT TORTtH TOT f.THTT | 
[Ho iTRfo/ 912/15 0/ 7 1-TOT o HR 0 - 2 ] 

S.O. 2211. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Victory 
Colliery (M. J. Group) of Messrs Coal Products Pri- 
vate Limited, Post Office Nutandanga, District Burd- 
wan and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And Whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Centra] Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Victory 
Colliery (M. J. Group), of Messrs Coal Pro- 
ducts Private Limited, Post Office Nutandanga. 
District Burdwan in terminatina the services 
of Shri Sital Thakur Munshi, with effect from 
the 14th May, 1971. is justified? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled?” 

[No. L/1912/1 59/71 -LRII.] 

srT° 2011 . — tot: %?sYh tottr tY tth I fro 

ITT TOTTTOs* TETCHY ?T frfTfTOT fHTOTY TO Ji TORT TOfTO 

TOT-PUT TOTTO fTOlTOV TOY fTOHfr ttFtorY (PTOo tot) 

TOTOTOT TOPT ^tHT, fTOTT TOTHH % TOTOH it TOTOH fTOPTOTOf 
TOYT WTO TORTOTTf % hYh t^TO TOMfw fTOHK fTOTOTOTO | ; 

hYt HT: %f3Yr TOTTOTT VTOT fHHTH TOY RTTHfTOTTOT 
% fTOR fTOfTOT TO TOT TORTTOY | ; 

TOT:, TOT, TOTTffHTO fTOHTH TOPclfTOPT, .1947 ( 1947 
TOT 14) TOY HTTT 10 TOY Tq-S(T7T( l) % W (q-) 

TlfTOPTf TOT HHYH TOT^" |1L , %?5Yq- TOTTOR 
fHTTH TOT TTOT TOpdfroTTO TOY TORT 7-TO % TOTOYt Hfor %?5 Yh 
IRTOR TOY?jYfHTO toPcTTORT TOTOTOTTT TOY TOPTpRTTOT % pTIT 
MPrt totoY I | 


tot^toY 

“TOP TOTH TOYTO TOY^TRT TORTOT fapHdd # 

TOYPtHTY (rto° p), TORTTOT RrRT 5 tHT, fTOTOT 

Ptott toYhtt % TOTO^TO TODTOp tY toY frodTO 
TO# TOY TOTOTOT TOT 14 TOf. 1971 TO TOTOTTO 
TOY TOPPPfY ?TOPfrfTOTO | ? TOfe to^Y, ?fY TOTOTOR 
froro TOTOTOTTO TOT fTTOHR | ? 

[TOo ^0/1912/159/71-^0 PRo-2] 


Sfic. 3(ii)] 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 1972 

S.O, 2212. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Kumardihi 
Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District Burdwan, West 
Bengal, and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas th? Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

‘ Whether the action of the management of Kumar- 
dihi Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District 
Burdwan in stopping Shri Ramjiwan Singh, 
Munshi from work with effect from the 1 1th 
October, 1970, and then dismissing him from 
service with effect from the 25th November, 
1971 is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled and from what date?” 

[No. L/19012/6/72-LRIL] 
Tt 7 TTT 197 2 

TTo WTo 2212 — NT. 1PTP TEf £ 

% stt ttitt n^jtT ir Pdf-tfe: fwfr % ttT Tr 

'til T hou tottt tnit. fan tttr, Nfaur ttit % urn 

fanr fsRUTPT % ; 

nTc *rr: tor ttt frnr niTfrafar 

% futT farfar tttt wffa mndT f ; 

NT:, NT, fffsrre NfafaTT, 1 94 7 ( 1 947 

spT 14) TFT 10 TWUT ( l) % TOS (t) 5TT 
NTT TfdTNf TT NTPl TOTO §Tt d y^i y Url^dl T 

to fW? TOf ttot Nfaftw # snrr t nt)t Tfer 
ttott Nfatfrr erfba. j ,j 1 , wwr tt PTTfT n far 
% Ptu farfar TUfl £ t 


"WT 4jh!<fafw Ttfarfa S1W SHUT, fan TfalT 

% NTTT W 1 Mt TFfafaT faf ^ n, 1 1 
N+TTL 1 970 ?T TUT % ‘fafar Nfa 25 nm" 
1971 'T 'Jfd NTO ^ nTiftfar £ 7 iffa 

n far TOjrfa nV far mffa ir 

[T° nTo/l90/2/6/7 2-TOo NU 0 - 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 26 th March 1972. 

S.O. 2213.— Whereas the Central Government Is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Gidi ‘A’ 
Colliery of Messrs National Coal Development Cor- 
poration Limited, Post Office Gidi, District Hazaribagh 


and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under sectionn 7A 
of the said Act. 

Schedule 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of Gidi ‘A’ 
Colliery of Messrs National Coal Development 
Corporation Limited, Post Office Gidi, District 
Hazaribagh in denying Shri S. L, Sbarma 
Electrical Supervisor (Redesignated as Foreman 
Electrical), the scale of Rs. 405-730- as per 
the wage Board's recommendations is justified? 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled 
and from what date?” 

[No. 2/201 /70-LRII. 

Tf fitesfr, 25 NT#, 1972 

VTo NTo 2213. — NT: TTOTT HT | fa 

tttttoj # fafHlw fwff % Tfa # 

^TTT #fa TTTOPte 'PIlTfaT fafaifa RtC V TO l' T ' T T 
TOT, TRrSnTt frst, fm "1 1 Hti fl TFT % NTTT # TOTiS! 
fTTNTTT tAt TT% «t# TI'H % Nfa tTO StWHw faTTC 
fWTTT £ ; 

nt: %t:V tttor tit irorrff tot nPTfT#NT % 

fair fafftlT ffm TNSTdt £ I 

NT:, NT, nTtIPto fWK Nffffddff, 1947 ( 1947 
TOT 1 4) TOT TPT 10 ^ TTSKT ( l) ^ (t) TITT 

NTT WlfwoT W NTTT ^ ^tt, TTTK O.d^dK I 

TTO1 fWT Tt nJ^w NfrfTTT 4?T HTTl 7— Nulff TfeT 
frfrw N’kftfw NftTTTT (SW-1), NTTTT 

PTTTfTTNT % frrr fdrftlT TOTcfr I I 

"wi %TTT TTT tTTTTT TOmTf TT P-1 fuis 

fr#t V tTitt tot, sbPTr fr£t, frorr j?nf( tpt % 

NTTT WT 3TT MT PTo Dyfo WffT, fTTT 9TT4TTO ( RffTTOI 
9 < TIT TTTTT ffitT^T, fr^T [%Tr TTT^t 

Tti fTTlfwf NTTTT 40 5—730 TT ^TTTTT 

t ^ ^ | i qir m +4 +k f t 

tojtTst ¥i nTt frr Trttro ir ^ptit ^ i 

[To 2 / 201 / 70-^0 NR 0 - 2 J 

New Delhi, the 28 th March 1972 

S.O. 2214. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited. Ramagundum Division-I, 
Post Office Godavari Khani, (Andhra Pradesh) and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 
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And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Industrial Tribunal with Shri P. S. Ananth, as Presi- 
ding Officer with headquarters at Afzal Lodge, Tilak 
Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said 
dispute for adjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

1. Whether the action of the management of 

Slngareni Cillieries Company Limited, Rama- 
gundum Division-I is justified in not filling up 
the posts of Category- VI Electricians as 
stipulated in the Tradesmen Agreement of the 
fourth, October, 1966, by declaring such posts 
redundant consequent upon the appointment 
of Electrical charge-hands as required under 
Indian Electricity Rules, 1965? If not, to what 
relief are the Category- V Electricians entitled? 

2. Whether the action of the management of 

Singarenl Collieries Company Limited, Rama- 
gundam Division-I in rendering the posts of 
Category-VI Electricians in their mines redun- 
dant without giving notice to the registered 
unions concerned is justified? If not, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled? ” 

[No. L/2112/47/71-LRII.] 

TO fTOTO, 28 rTO, 1972 

TOo StTo 2214. — RR: TOiffa TOR TO TFT $ ftp 

sTOr totrr ir fa-fa It?: fTOTO % arfa *r faTOTO 

TOfTO TOR torrT farfaTO, TOTFjTR (TOTOr-I, rttotr, 
RfaTrot isrfat (wthr TOrt) ^ sraFu % otrj fTOlRTO TOr 
TOfa +4 TORI wWlfaR? fa-RK falTRTR ^ ; 

TOR TO: TOTOr RTOTO TOR faro TO TORfatfro 
% fatrr fTOftlR TORT TO^sTOR OTRrTO t ; 

to:, to, TOTOfarr faror srftrfaro, 1947 ( 1947 
TO 1 4) TO OTRT 7-V TOr 1 0 TO TOOTRT ( 1 ) % TOR 
(«r) 3TRT TOtT RfatTO TO RR>T TOR §rr, %r£fa HRTOR 
up dR I < f TO? Wfalfa'b ■4Tfy+v j i 'll fad + <uT ^ fa+fa 
^faitTh wfaroTO TO TO ° vr ° wrot jjrfaj faron rrrtrr 
WRRR TOR, faro? Tfa, RTRTOt, ?RTMK- 1 it ?TOTT sffa 

tor faror TO tot TOTOfTOr TOrtor TO TOrfaMro % 

fRTT fafaftTR TORt 1 1 

1 . tot froiRRt TOfrorffar torTO fa faro, rthi^r 

faTORR-I % TORT RTOT TO, TORRfa fa^R faro, 19 5 5 
% WlftR TOT wTOTOt Tfafa^TOT TOR |TO TO fagfTO % 
qfaoilR TOW TOR % TOT TO WRTTORR 

RtfTO TOfa TOR, 4 WRTOTO, 1966 % £RRRR tfafae R 
RTO TOJRiJ R TOR TO TORTO^t TOlTOfad % I Rfa fiTO, 

TO TOR 5 %" -^^fa^falTO fa?R TOdTR % RTOTR & I 

2. TOT fTOl Ufa TOfaRfl-d TORTO fafa^T URFfdR 

faTORR-I R? TORT TOR TO, WlTO TOTO if TOR-6 TOf-fifa- 
fTOlTO ^ iTO TO, TOTOTOt <fat$$R rTO TO faRT TjTOTT fa^ 


TOTTOTO RRfa TO +faTORl TOlTOfaR | I Rfa R$T, TO rTOrTT 
fTOr TOjrffa TO RRTOR | : 

[Ro itro / 2112/4 7/71— TOT ° TOR o 2] 

New Delhi, the 6th April 1972 

S.O. 2215.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Mohammed and Sons Gypsum Contractors, Merti 
Silawothan, Jodhpur (Rajasthan), and their workmen 
in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Industrial Tribunal with Shri Mohammed Yaqub 
Khan as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Jaipur 
and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Mohammed and Sons, Gypsum Contractor, 
Merti Silawathan, Jodhpur, in paying bonus 
not on full wages earned by the transporters 
during the year, but on 40 per cent of the 
wages earned by them in a year is justified? 
If not. to what relief the transporters are 
entitled?” 

[No. L/25011/6/71-LRIV.] 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 

Rf fTOTO, 6 STfol, 1972 

«PTo Wo 2215- — RR: %RftR RTTOT Ril TOR t fa 
si TO TOTTO RR-RRt *T faffifaTO farot R? RTt R #RR 
RtTOTO TOT R?R, falRRR TORJTOR, TORI fRRTRTRlR, 
(TOTORTR) % RTOJ R RTOR faRtRTO ifar rr% 
TOT TORT % RTR RT NfaftfRRr faRTR favjRTR f ; 

tffa RR: TOjflR RTTOT TOR fRRTR TO TORfa ^R R % 
fa-R faffaR TORT Rt^Rfa RRRRt % ; 

RR:, STR, TrWTO faRK RfarfaipT, 1 947 ( 1947 
TO 14) T?T RTTO 7-RT 5TV OTTO 1 0 TO RROTTO ( 1 ) % tJoR 
(R) JUT SrSTR wfaTOT TO RRfa TO% %TOfa RTTO^ 
RRTJTTT ITR7 TORtfTO RfllTTO ufed TOR'T I fah% 
TOTORfa RfaTTOTO TO RR'RJ RP6R TOR Rfa, fafiTO RTOT- 
RR RRy ^T glRT Tffa TOR faRTR TO TOR TOTOPRR TOv 
TOR TO TORfatfRR % falTT fRffafT RiRRl I I 

V 

"RRT RRR TOtoRR OTO fTORR TORfTO#, 
^UTO faTTOTORTR, TOrRt- % RTOSHTTOR TO, TO R? TOUR 
RfTOTRTO JUT TORR IN TOTfTO ^ TORR R ^ TO, R?fa 
jitt TO % TOttr TOrr rr^rt TO 40 srfRRR to TOrr 
RR TO RTRRlft TOTRTfRR % ? Rfa rTO, RT RfTOTTO? fafT 
TOTRfa % RTRIT I ? 

[TTo TT?fo|2 50 ll/ 6 / 7 I-RR 0 OTR 0 - 4 ] 
RRROT fTO, WTO RfRR i 




Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INQI^ AUGUST 12, 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1894 


3157 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 2bth July, 1972 

S.O. 2216. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2. 
Dhanbad, In the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Bhulanbararee 
Colliery, Messrs Bhulanbraree Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Patherdih, District Dhanbad and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 18th .July, 1972. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present: 

Shri Nandagirl Venkata Rao. Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. 1 of 1971. 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under S. 10(1) 
(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Bhu- 
lanbararee Colliery of Messrs Bhulanbararee 
Coal Company Limited, Post Office Patherdih, 
District Dhanbad. 

And 

Their workmen. 

Appearance: 

Employers in relation to the management of Bhu- 
lanbararee Colliery of M/S Bhulanbararee 
Coal Co. Ltd. 

And 

Bharat Coking Coal Ltd.— Shrl S. S. Mukherjee, 
Advocate. 

On behalf of the Workmen. — Shri B. Lai, Advocate. 
State: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad the 14 th July, 1972/23rd Asadha, 1894 (Saka) 

AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that on 
industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Bhulanbararee Colliery 
of Messrs Bhulanbararee Coal Company Limited, Post 
office Patherdih, District Dhanbad and their workmen, 
by its order No. 2/130/70-LRII, dated 17th December, 
1970 referred to this Tribunal under Section 10(1) (d) 
of the industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication 
the dispute in respect of the matters specified in the 
schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is extracted 
below: 

Schedule 

“Having regard to the nature of job performed by 
the following workmen of Bhulanbararee Col- 
liery of Messrs Bhulanbararee Coal Company 
Limited. Post office Patherdih. District 
Dhanbad, whether the claim of the said work- 
men for category TV as per the Central Coal 
Wage Board Recommendations, is justified? 
If so. to what relief are these workmen entitled 
and From what date?” 


N No. Name of the workmen 


I Sri Krishna Pada Mahato. 


S. No. Name of the workmen 


2. Sri Gondogol Digar. 

3. Sri Dubraj Mahato. 

4. Sri Fanchanon Mahato. 

5. Sri Umashankar Singh. 

6. Sri Jhingur Teli. 

7. Sri Mohan Teli. 

8. Sri Seopujan Gope. 

9. Sri Hukum Turi. 

10. Sri Gopal Teli. 

11. Sri Durjodhan Mahato. 

12. Sri Harlpada Bouri.” 


2. Workmen as well as the employers filed their 
statement of demands. The Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 
also filed their statement of demands, 

3. On 29th June, 1972 Shri B. Lai, Advocate for the 
workmen and Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate for the 
employers and Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. have filed a 
compromise memo and verified the contents as correct. 
I consider the terms of compromise as favourable to 
the workmen in general and the concerned workmen 
in particular. The compromise is, therefore, accepted 
and the award is made in terms of the compromise and 
submitted under S. 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. The compromise memo is annexed herewith and 
is made part of the award. 

(Sd.) N, Venkata Rao, 

Presiding Officer. 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 2), Dhanbad. 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. II) AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of: — 

Reference No. 1 or 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to Bhulanbararee Colliery 
of M/s. Bhulanbararee Coal Co. Ltd. 

And 

Their Workmen. 

Memorandum of Settlement 

All the parties in the present proceedings ha\ r e ami- 
cably settled the dispute involved in the present Refe- 
rence on the terms hereinafter stated: — 

(1) That in view of the factual position that in Bhu- 
lunbararee Colliery of M/s. Bhulanbararee Coal Cr 
Ltd. since the 30th October, 1970 the work o. 
chain cleaners (the workmen concerned in the present 
Reference) had to be suspended for technical reasons 
and the concerned workmen were employed on other 
jobs and there was no prospect of restarting the said 
work in foreseeable future and as such the present 
Reference had become only academical in nature, no 
party was interested to contest this case any further. 

(2) That the management of the said colliery shall 
pay a sum of Rs. 100/- (Rupees one hundred only) to 
the Secretary, Mine Mazdoor Union (Bhulanbararee 
colliery Branch) as cost of proceedings. 

(3) The above terms finally resolve the dispute 
between the parties and. therefore, there is no sub- 
sisting dispute for adjudication in the present Refer- 
ence. 
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It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal 
may be pleased to accept this Settlement and to give 
its Award in terms thereof. 

For the employers : — For the workmen : — 

(J. N. P. Sahi) (Illegible Signature) 

Labour Adviser, Mine Mazdoor Union, 

Bhulanbararee Coal Co, Ltd. (Bhulanbararee Col- 
liery Branch) 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd, 

Dated, 29th June, 1972. 

(J, N, P. Sahi) 

Labour & Law Adviser, 

Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 


[No. 2/130/70-LRII,,l 

S.O. 2217. — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Madhujore Colliery, 
Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 18th July, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 90 of 1971. 


Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Madhujore Colliery, 

And 

Their workmen. 


Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance: 

On behalf of Employers. — Sri B. P. Dabral, Chief 
Personnel Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen. — Absent. 

AWARD 


By Order N6. 6/86/70-LRII, dated 3rd June, 1971, 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment), referred the following in- 
dustrial dispute existing between the employers in re- 
Labour and Employment) referred the following in- 
their workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, 
namely: 

“1. Whether the management of Madhujore Col- 
liery, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burd- 
wan are justified in not issuing the Baskets 
and Shovels to the loaders and Wagon loaders 
whenever these are broken; if not, to whht 
relief are the workmen entitled? 


2. Whether the management of Madhujore Colliery, 
Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
are justiflcable in not paying dearness allow- 
ance @ Rs. 1.62 with effect from the 1st 
October, 1970 to their workmen; if not to what 
relief the workmen are entitled?” 


2. To-day is the date fixed for final hearing of the 
Reference, The management filed its statement of 
case so far back as on 17th September, 1971, On 15th 
June, 1972 the Union appeared through one Sri 
Sudhendu Mukherjee, Advocate. He filed a petition 
praying for time to file documents although the union 
had not filed any written statement about the demand. 


The case was, however, fixed for hearing to-day. The 
Management has appeared to-day but the Union has 
not. 

3. In these circumstances, this tribunal considers 
that there is no dispute between the management and 
the workmen represented by the Union, in regard to 
the matter referred to for adjudication by this 
Tribunal, 

Hence render a ‘no dispute’ award in the matter 
accordingly. 


Dated, July 12. 1972. 


(Sd.) S. N. Bagchi, 
Presiding Officer. 

[No. 6/86/70-LRII.] 


New Delhi, the 29 th July, 1972 

S.O. 2218. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Industrial Tribunal, Gujarat, Ahmedabad, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Messrs N. Jay Prakash 
Quarry, Valod District Surat, and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 21st July, 1972. 


BEFORE SHRI 1NDRAJIT G. THAKORE, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

Reference (ITC) No. 3 of 1972 


Between: 

The Management of M/s. N. Jay Prakash Quarry, 
Valod District, Surat. 

And 

Their Workmen. 

In the matter of Bonus at the rate of 20 per cent 
of the wages. 


AWARD 

This industrial dispute between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Messrs N, Jay Prakesh 
Quarry. Valod District, Surat, and their workmen has 
been referred to me for adjudication as Industrial 
Tribunal under clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, by the Govt, 
of India, Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, by 
their Order No. L-29011 (15)/72-LR.IV, dated 30th 
May, 1972. The dispute relates to a single demand 
which is mentioned in the schedule to the said order. 
The demand is for bonus for the Samvat Years 2025 
and 2026. 

After the dispute was referred to me, it appears that 
the parties have come to terms. One of the terms is 
that the reference before me is to be withdrawn. In 
the circumstances, the reference does not survive for 
adjudication and stands disposed of. 

(Sd.) Indrajit G. Thakore, 

Presiding Officer. 

Industrial Tribunal. 

[No. L-29011 (15) /72-LRIV.] 

Dated, July 7. 1972. 

New Delhi , the 1st August, 1972 

S.O, 2219. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No, 1, 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of New Selected 
Dhori Colliery. Post Office Bermo, District Hazaribagh 
(Bihar), and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 18th July, 1972. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 1) AT DHANBAD 

In the matte rof a reference under section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 21 of 1971. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the New Selected Dhori 
Colliery, P.O. Bermo, Dist, Hazaribagh. 

And 

Their Workmen. 

Present: 

Shri A. C. Sen, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

For the Employers . — Shri S. S. Mnkherjee, 
Advocate with Shri Bishwanath Nag, Manager, 

For the Employees . — Shri J. P, Singh Azad, Secre- 
tary, Koyla Mazdoor Sabha. 

^Jtate: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad . the 29 th June, 1972. 

AWARD 

The present reference arises of Order No. 1/56/70- 
LRIII, dated New Delhi, the 7th July, 1971 passed by 
the Central Government in respect of an industrial 
dispute between the parties mentioned above. The 
subject matter of the dispute has been specified in the 
schedule to the said order and the said schedule runs 
as follows: 

“Whether the management of New Selected Dhori 
Colliery, Post Office Bermo, District Hazari- 
bagh (Bihar) are justified in rendering idle, 
for the rjeriod from the 15th June, 1970 to 
the 2nd November, 1970, the workmen as per 
list at Annexure ‘A’ and in not paying any 
wages or compensation for the period of idle- 
ness. If not, to what relief are the workmen 
entitled?” 

AnnexuRe - A 

List of Workmen illegally retrenched from 15 - 6-1970 by the 
management of New Selected Dhori Colliery. 


SI. Name of Worker Date of 

No. appintment 


1. lalpat Noria 

20-11-59 

2. Gopi chard 

1-10-57 

3. Jageshrai 

1-10-57 

4. Sitaram 

13-6-63 

5. Manwaw/o Sitaram 

10-3-64 

6. Parmcshwar 

■ 6-7-63 

7. larwa w/o Parmcshwar 

6-7-63 

8. DwariK 

1-12-55 

9, JasodaW/o.Dqarik 

j-12-55 

10. Ram Prasad 

1-1-62 

11. Kailash 

. 23-4-68 

12. SonamariW/o.Kailash 

. 23-4-68 

13. PuniaW/o. Ramdas 

13-7-61 

14. Janki .... 

18-6-60 

15. Faguni 

19-3-61 

16. Jitani w/o. Janki 

18-6-60 

17. Ramdeo 

4-4-60 

18. BasmariaW/o. Ramdeo 

4-4-60 

19. Rambrichh 

. 16-7-61 

20. MarchiW/o. Ram Brichh 

10-9-59 

21. Brich 

■ 5-4-58 

22. Jasua W/o. Brichh 

1-1-63 

23. DeobarfvW/o. Jagashqar 

1-1-59 

24. SamundriW/o. Puran 

20-11-59 


SI. Name of Worker Date of appoin 

No. ment 


25. Sahodri W/o.Sheo Shankar 

26. Deep 

27. Surji W /” Dc*p 

28. Parbalia W/o Ram Prasrd 

29. Kaulrshwari W/o Ram Prasad 

30. Jirwi W/o Ram Prasad 

31. Nepri W/o Budhan 

32. Rajdeo son of Pardit 

33. Jamuni W/o. Rajdeo 

34. Padarath 

35. Dherpath-’" W/o. Padharath 

36. Seopatia W/o. Nageshwar 

37. Panchoo 

38. Mankumari W/o Panchoo 

39. Budhan 

40. Dukhani W/o Budhan 

41. Lachman 

42. Mungeshwari W/o Lachman 

43. Nanhu 

44 Sundarbasia W/o Nanhu 

45. Mohar Mania w/o Krit 

46. Rukmunia W/o Ramlal 

47. Daman 

48. Rajdeo S/o Dcochand . 

49. Jagwa W/o Ram Sarup 

50. Ram 

51. Lakhiya W/o Ram 

52. Budhanath 

53. Mangari W/o Budhan . 

54. Sanicharwa 

55. SiWanti W/o Sanicharwa 

56. Charo 

57. Mangari W/o Karma 

58. Somaro 

59. Sohagi W/o Sarma 

60. Bandhoo 

61. Birso W/o Bandhan 

62. Sukhdeo 

63. Lcdwa 

64. Elwaria W/o Ledwa 

65. Mangara 

66. Mangari W/o Mangra 

67. Ballani 

68. Sukhram 

59. Bachan W/o Sukhram 

70. Mangari W/o Jagdish 

71. Chalitar 

72. Nathuni 

73. Daulti W/o Nathuni . 

74. Tetar 

75. Indari 

76. Gurucharan 

77. Shyamlal • 

78. Jirwa W/o Shuyamlal . 


14-7-64 

13-4-68 

13-7-68 

31-12-66 

31-12-66 

6-7-63 

20-2-64 

9- 12-59 

20- 9-60 
5-8-61 

10- 12-61 
29-12-67 
31-12-66 
31-12-66 
1-1-68 
1-1-68 
29-8-63 

29- 8-63 

. 1-1-68 

1-1-6H 

1-1-63 

31-12-66 

15- 5-61 

- 15-12-59 
. 31-12-66 

■ 7-9-57 

7- 9-57 

. 8-5-58 

- 8-5-58 
6-9-59 
1-5-60 
10-12-61 

. 1-1-6I 

. 1-1-68 

1-1-68 
1 - 1-68 
. 1-1-68 

8- 7-57 
2,'( 8 60 

1-1-68 
, 1-1-68 

30- 12-67 
1-1-68 
1-1-68 
12-10-69 

16- 5-61 

21- 5-63 

■ 21-5-63 

. 17-6-63 

17- 6-63 
• 23-3-61 

5-11-63 
. 5-11-63 


2. The dispute has been settled out of Court by the 
parties. A memorandum of settlement dated 29th 
June, 1972 has been filed to-day. I have gone through 
the terms of settlement and I find them quite fair and 
reasonable. There is no reason why an award should 
not be made on the terms and conditions laid down 
in the Memorandum of Settlement. I accept it and 
make an award accordingly, The memorandum of 
settlement shall form a part of the award. 


3 Let a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry 
as required under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, 


iSd.) A. C. Sen. 

Presiding Officer, 
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL. 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, 
DHANBAD 


Reference No. 21 of 1971. 


Parties: 


Employers in relation to the New Selected Dhori 
Colliery. 


And 


BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 


Present : 

Sri P. S. Ananth, B,Sc., B.L., Chairman, Industrial 
Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 9 of 1971 

Between: 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limit- 
ed, Kothagudem. 


Their Workmen. 

That without prejudice to the respective contentions 
of the parties contend in their written statement the 
subject matter of dispute in the above reference has 
been amicably settled between the parlies on the fol- 
lowing terms: — 

1. That the works of the river side quarry as per 
direction of the department of Mines will continue to 
remain suspended from 15th June to 31st October 
every year. 

2. That the management will decide to observe 
immediately the workmen employed at the riveraids 
quarry in the same or similar work in other parts of 
the colliery for the period of 15th June to 31st 
October. 

3. That during the above period the management 
will not employ any new workmen in the categories 
m preference to the workmen employed in the river 
side quarry. 

4. That for the period of unemployment of the 
workmen during l'5th June, 1970 to the 2nd Novem- 
ber, 1970 on account of the closure of the riverside 
quarry they will he treated as if on leave without 
any wages for the purpose then- continuity of service 
only. 

5. That the parties will bear the respectives costs 
of the proceedings pending before the honourable 
Tribunal. 

0. That the above terms of the settlement Anally 
resolves all disputes pending before the honourable 
Tribunal in the above reference. 

7. That the above terms of settlements are fair and 
reasonable and is in the best interest of the parties. 

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the above terms 
may kindly be accepted and award passed in terms 
of the settlement. 


For the Workmen. For the Employer. 

Manager. 

(Sd.) J. P. Singh Azad, (1) (Sd.) Bishwanath Nag, 
Secretary, 

Koyla Mazdoor Sabha. 

(2) (Sd.) S. S. Mukhcrjee, 
Advocate. 

[No. 1/50/70-LR.lI. | 


S.O. 2220— In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the Singa- 
renl Collieries Company Limited, Post Office Kotha- 
gudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government, 
on the 15th July, 1972. 


AND 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Kothagudem. 

AdpeaRaNces : 

Sri K. C, Kannabiran, Advocate, for Singareni 
Collieries Workers Union and Sri A. Laksh- 
mana Rao, Advocate, for Singareni Collieries 
Mazdoor Sangh, Kothagudem for Workmen. 

Sri K. Srinivasa Murthy, Secretary, Federation of 
A. P . Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
for Management : — 1 




The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Em- 
pJoyment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by its Order No. 7/8/70-LR.II dated 
j December, 1970 referred the following dispute 
V"? 1 ® 1 ' Sectl0n 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) for ad- 
lUdication by this Tribunal, namely, 

“whether the demand of the Union for deletion of 
Rule 5(2) (i) of Gratuity Rules of the Singa- 
reni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem 
is justified? If so. to what relief are the 
workmen entitled?” 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dis- 
pute No. 9 of 1971 and notices were issued to the par- 
ties. 1 or the purpose of convenience the workmen 
of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagu- 
dem arc referred to as the petitioners and the Man- 
agement of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem is referred to as the respondent in the 
course of this award. 

2. The General Secretary of Singareni Collieries 
Workers Union, Kothagudem filed a claims statement 
on behalf of the petitioners contending as follows: ~ 
The present dispute covers all employees and work- 
men employed by the Singareni Coliieries Company 
Limited in respect of all the divisions of the collieries, 
namely, Kothagudem, Yellandu, Bellampalli. Manda- 
mari, Ramkrishnapur and Ramgundam Divisions^ 
The Gratuity rules of Singareni Collieries Company( 
Limited were framed in the year 1959 and came in- 
to effect from 1st January, 1959. The gratuity rules 
framed in the year 1959 are now outdated and needs 
thorough revision in the present day conditions and 
in the light of the various decisions of the Supreme 
Court and also by the recommendations of the Cen- 
tral Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry made in 
1967, The respondent agreed for the revision of the 
gratuity rules on the lines of the Wage Board Re- 
commendations as per the settlement dated 26th 
February. 1965. Clause 2 of the settlement Is that 
the Union can represent individual cases of retired 
workers for condonation of break in service dim to 
participation in an illegal strike to ihe Management 
and that the Union may approach the conciliation 
machinery if they are not satisfied with the decision 
of the Management. Accordingly the Union ap- 
orosrhed the Conciliation Machinery after they have 
failed with the Management for change In the gra- 
tuity rules as per the recommendations cf the Wage 
Board. The Conciliation proceedings ended in failure 
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and so this reference is made. Rule a (2) (i) of the 
gratuity rules should be deleted because as per the 
settlement dated 26th February, 1905 the respondent 
had agreed to revise the Company's Gratuity Rules 
on the lines of the representations made by the Wage 
Hoard and also because no one would lose gratuity 
for participation in an illegal strike as per the re- 
commendations of the Wage Board. The gratuity is 
payable to the dismissed workmen for misconduct 
also as per the recommendations of the Wage Board. 
The Wage Board has also recommended the deletion 
of clause in the Coal Mines Scheme which relates to 
forfeiture of Attendance Bonus on account of partici- 
pation in an illegal strike. Accordinglv the clause 
had been deleted by amending the Coal Mines Bonus 
Scheme. Mere participation in an illegal strike should 
be treated as break in service for the purpose of 
gratuity only while the total of length of service is 
being counuted for all other purpose such as provi- 
dent fund leave with wages attendance bonus etc. 
The respondent has no right to deprive the workmen 
of their right for claiming gratuity for the entire 
period of past service rendered by them when once 
fit is earned by the workmen by tiieir past mernoi- 
'knis service put in by them. 

3. The respondent filed its counter contending as 
follows-— There is at present no industry- wise gra- 
tuity scheme for the Coal Miners. One or two em- 
ployers in the private sectors and Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited in the public sector have intro- 
duced gratuity schemes. The gratuity rules were 
introduced in Singareni Collieries unilaterally by the 
Management in 1959. These rules are not the result 
of an award or settlement. The scheme enables the 
employees to earn substantial retirement benefit - 
rprtain conditions. These rules in general are 
based on the rules in force in Railways and various 
other schemes of gratiuty in force in other indus- 
tries While prescribing the condition for eiigibili y 

“f ; iffiSffKtSSS granted under 'the Ss shall 

managem^exprissed the vtew . that question 
of evolving a scheme of Wage Board 

Workers was being examine by decision of 

, an d so the Un ^ n c ° u p Id w a age Board proposal in this 
the Government on the Wage «oain pi 1 

regard. In the course otjhe^ L P ab _ 

feedings held m the P , n „ 6lh February, 1965 

our Commissioner (Central) on 10/3) of 

- ^ memorandum of settlement unde ^> U se 
the said Act was arrived at h the gratuity rules 

that it is agreed that till su Ch e ecommcnd atioPs of 

are revised on the basis ot tne t individ uai 

the Wage Board, the Union ^ | P f brettk m 

coses of retiring workers for strike to 

service due to pa ^C!P n ™ Union may approach 
the Management and that t afe not satisfied 

the conciliation machinery lf y t The Wane 

with the decision of ,.* e Tnd ^“! wiS c scheme in the 
Board while commending Ind y ^ subm ission of 

interests Of workers th | v cannot bear additional linan- 
the employers that they cann d rec0I mnen- 

cial burden of the scheme J C .rating , of ce s B 

ded for a creation of ^X^ich payment of gratiuty 
on despatches of .coal J orm £ la ted by the Wage 

could be met. This sc , , f| ie Government as 

Board has not been accepted Gov- 

yet and it is still rec^viM the atl ^ tr ed. the Union 

tTSSSuS f ^e t at thi^uncture 

before grautty is known, till 

“the uSon «».d continue to present 


1 ndividual cases, if any, on merits which they have 
been doing all these years. Unless the Wage Board 
gratuity scheme is accepted by the Government of 
India there is no justification 0.1 the part of the Union 
to Insist that the Singareni Collieries Company Limi- 
ted which was one of the first few collieries who 
introduced the scheme of gratuity on its own more 
mao 10 years ago should modify the scheme on the 
basis of the Wage Board scheme. Clause 5(2) (i) 
clearly indicates that dismissal or strike which is 
illegal constitutes a break in service for the purpose 
of gratuity rules. The Supreme Court while Inter- 
preting the word “conlinous service” held" that if 
there is any clear provisions in the scheme itself as 
to what is meant by continuous service, the scheme 
holds good and upheld the justification of such clause 
In recent cases. There is no force in the claim of 
the Union for modification of gratuity rules on the 
basis of the Wage Board recommendations as the 
Government has not accepted the gratuity scheme as 
recommended by the Wage Board! The Union is 
evidently mispresenting the Memorandum of Settle- 
ment dated 26th February, 1965. There is 
no justification whatsoever for the Union 
to raise a dispute pending approval of 
the Union for modification of gratuity rules on the 
reference is bad in law as the settlement is still in 
force and not terminated by the Union, The reasons 
putforth by the Union for deletion of rule 5(2) (i) 
from the gratuity rules are equally untenable. The 
Union can have a cause of action only when the re- 
commendations of the Wage Board relating to gra- 
tuity scheme are accepted and brought into force by 
the Government. The recommendations of the Wage 
Board have no relevance so long as they are not 
accepted by the Government and the gratuity rules 
now In operation whirh constitutes condition of ser- 
vice will remain unaffected. Similarly Rules relat- 
ing to forfeiture of Gratuity In respect of dismissed 
workers in their Rules will remain unaffected till 
such time the Wage Board’s recommendations are 
accepted by the Government. Deletion of clause 
relating to forfeiture of Attendance Bonus from the 
Coal Mines Bonus Scheme as recommended by the 
Wage Board and accepted by the Government has no 
relevance for the purpose, of their gratuity rules. The 
scheme of gratuity recommended by the Wage Board 
has not been accepted by the Government so far, 
while the amendments in the bonus scheme as reco- 
mmended by the Wage Board were approved by the 
Government. The word “continuous service is inter- 
preted in different enactments in different ways. The 
definition of the term “continuous service contained 
in other enactments will not have material bearing in 
dealing with interpretation of the word In the eon - 
text of the scheme of gratuity. When the scheme 
itself contained a specific provision what th o e^res- 
sion “continous service” means as is contained in the 
scheme of gratuity, it should be interpreted as such- 
rrup ciratuitv Rul°s specifically provided tnat parti 
Nation in illegal strikes would constitute a break 
?n service There is no question of the Management 

gsr a :ssss s ss ^ 
f zsgnz&& p— s .as. sg 

r and 0r 23 of the said Act would be illegal Besides this 
tho workmen so participating in such strikes are 
deemed to have committed a misconduct under the 

8L S aSPSSoSJS' deletion « -die 
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5(21 (j) of the Gratuity Rules 


4. The Andhra Pradesh Slnprem Collieries Mgdooe 


Sangh 


Kothagudem had been subsequently added as 
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a party and the General Secretary of that Satngh 
filed a claims statement contending as follows — Singa- 
reni Collieries Company Limited have introduced lor 
the first time the Gratuity Scheme in the year 1961. 
Rule 5(2) (i) of the Gratuity Rules is against the 
spirit of the Gratuity Scheme and the very purpose 
of gratuity scheme is defeated if this rule is not de- 
leted. The said rule is against the principles of 
natural justice and labour laws and judgements of 
the Supreme Court. The Management is denying 
gratuity under the said Rules to the workers who are 
dismissed from service of misconduct or any other 
reasons and this is most unfair and illegal, Similar- 
ly the Management is denying gratuity under the said 
Rules to the workers who take part in an illegal 
strike and the service of the workers are reckoned 
as fresh services which is most unfair. Taking part 
in an illegal strike is not a break in service and it 
amounts to continuous service. Simialrly in the case 
of dismissed employees, the Management is denying 
gratuity benefit for the entire period of service which 
action of the Management amounts to denial of so- 
cial justice. Gratuity is earned by an employee as 
a reward for long and meditorious service, It is not 
paid to the employee gratuitiously or merely as a 
matter of boon, but it i s paid to him as a reward for 
the services rendered by him over a specific period 
of years, and when the gratuity is once earned by an 
employee by service for a specified period. Its bene- 
fit cannot be denied to him whatever may the reasons 
be. In the context of the scheme of the gratuity 
continuous service postulates the continuance of le- 
lationship between an employee and an employer. 
Participation in an illegal strike cannot by itself 
bring the relationship cited above to an end. in an 
industry strikes of illegal nature- may occur spontan- 
eously due to unwarranted acts of management, diffi- 
cult working conditions, refusal to redress the day to 
day working problems and such stoppages cannot be 
construed a! illegal strikes but it only 
continuous service and not break in service So the 
Management cannot apply Rule 5(2) (i) which is 
prejudicial to the cause of the workmen and it must 
be deleted from gratuity rules- 

5 The respondent filed an additional counter after 
the filing 0 / the claims statement by the Mazdoor 
Sangh ccmtending as follows:-The sangh's allegation 
thM the gratuity rules were first introduced in the 
Colliery to the year 1961 is denied. It was in 1959 
that the Management unilaterally introduced the 
gratuity Rues . Clause 5(2) (« has been there since 
the introduction of the scheme and ^ .woiked aU righ 
■for Ml these years. It is denied that this clause is 
against the principles of natural justice, labour laws 
and the judgements of the Supreme Court, since no 
court or law" justifies the action of a workmen to go 
uipcal strike The case of dismissed workers 

forfeiting the gratuitj Is not Inspect of 

Si ( 2 ) a) ltC b U Tn e ot P to S respect of Rule 3(4) under 
which an employee dismissed from service is not en- 

loeslreate ’SM 

Entitled fSgrSS? attof' As^er" rules "pavUcipation 

£nd meritorious till the end for the Management to 

'Iflhe dispute that is now referred to for 

cation bv this Tribunal is whether the demand of to 
cation oy «iis ii* , 0 f Gratuity Rules 

Union for deletion of Rule 3 \&) u; u , ’TCnthn- 

of the Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kotha 

gudem is justified? 


7, No oral evidence had been let in this case, but 
Exs. Ml to M4 were marked. The petitioners are the 
workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
and one set of workers are represented by the Singa- 
reni Collieries Workers Union, Kothagudem and an- 
other set of workers are represented by the Andhra 
Pradesh Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh, Kotha- 
gudem. It is seen that some workers are members of 
another Union known as Tandur Coal Mines Labour 
Union, Bellampalji. Though this Union is not a part 
to the present reference, it is evidenced by the origi- 
nal of Ex. Ml that this Union had also been negotiate 
ment. It is now seen from Ex. M4 that the respondent 
tog and entering into a settlement with the Manage- 
ment. It is now seen from Ex. M4 that the respondent 
had framed age retirement rules and gratuity rules 
for the benefit of its workmen. The present dispute is 
that Rule 6(2) (i) should be deleted. 

8. The contention of the petitioners is that mere par- 
ticipation to an illegal strike should not be treated as 
break in service for the purpose of gratuity only, 
while the total of length of service is continuous for 
other purposes such as Provident Fund, leave with 
wages, attendance bonus etc., that the Management 
has no right to deprive the workman of their right, 
for claiming gratuity for the entire period of pasfei 
service rendered by him on any pretext when once 
it is earned by the workman by his past meritorious 
service put in by him, that the Management under 
the said Rule 5(2) (i) Is denying gratuity to the work- 
ers who are dismissed from service for misconduct or 
for any other reasons which Is most unfair and Illegal 
that the participation of workers to an illegal strike 
cannot by itself be a break in continuity of service for 
the purpose of gratuity and that to an industry strikes 
of illegal nature may occur spontaneously "due to un- 
warranted acts of management, difficult working con- 
ditions, refusal to redress day to day working prob- 
lems and such stoppages cannot be considered as ille- 
gal. The respondent besides raising the contention 
that the reference itself is bad in law as the settle- 
ment entered into between the Management and the 
Union is still in force also contended that the gatuity 
rules of the Company are based on rules in force in 
Railways and various other industries, that the Sup- 
reme Court whjle interpreting the word “continuous 
service”, held that if there is any clear provision in the 
scheme itself as to what is meant by continuous ser- 
vice, the scheme hold good and that there is no force 
in the claim of the Union for modification of the gra- 
tuity rules on the basis of the Wage Board Recom- 
mendations as the Government itself has not accepted 
the gratuity scheme as recommended by the Wage 
Board, that there is no question of the Management 
depriving the workmen of their right for claiming gra- 
tuity that the workmen by their very conduct render 
themselves liable for forfeiture of past service for 
gratuity only if they participate in illegal strikes and 
that since the Coal Industry is declared as Pubhcf 
Utility Service, any strikes resorted to or declared in 
violation of Sections 22 and 23 of the said Act would 
be illegal and that besides this a workmen so partici- 
pating in such strikes are deemed to have committed 
a misconduct under the Standing Orders of the Com- 
pany and as such their services cannot be termed as 
meritorious and so there is no justification for deletion 
of this particular rule. 

9 In view of the contentions raised by the parties it 
would be useful to extract the relevant rule from Ex. 
M4 and it is as follows “Breaks and deficiencies In 
service and resignations (1) Ordinarily, a break in 
tRf? service of a.n pm^ovec sVicdl unless condoned 
under the provisions of this rule, entail forfeiture of 
hie service before the breack for the purpose of cal- 
eolatine eratuity admissible under Rule 4 provided 
that participation in a strike, other than a strike dec- 
ked to be illegal under any law, does not constitute 
a break to service for the purposes of this rule. (2) 
J„ the rase of an emnlovee drawing more than Rs. 300 
nm the Board, and in the case of other empoyees 
when the break does not exceed twelve months in 
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all, the General Manager may condone a break in ser- 
vice. The period of breack so condoned shall be treat- 
ed as dies-non and shall not be counted as service 
lor the purpose of assessing the amount of retiring 
gratuity to be paid under the provisions of Rule 4(11 
hereof. Provided that — [(11 the break was not due 
to dismissal or to a strike declared to be illegal under 
any law for the time being in force,” Now it is com- 
mon ground that it is only some private companies 
and the respondent which is declared as Public Uti- 
lity Service who alone are having the gratuity sche- 
me. It is seen from the report of the Central 
Wage Board for the Coal Mining Industry that Chap- 
ter XI in Volume I refers to the recommendations 
made by the said Wage Board as regards Gratuity. 
It is common ground that so far as the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board as regards Gratuity are con- 
cerned, the Government has not yet accepted the re- 
commendations. Chapter XI in Volume I of the 
Wage Board Recommnedations also shows that the 
Wage Board had taken note of the fact that there is 
no industry-wise gratuity scheme for the coal miners 
accept some •mployers In the private sectors and 
Sjbgareni Collieries Company Limited in the public 
sertor. One of the recommendations of the Wage 
Board as seen from Chapter XI referred to is that 
gratuity shall be payable even when a workman is 
dismissed for misconduct and that in case the dismis- 
sal Is for a misconduct causing financial loss to the 
employer the dismissed employee shall forfeit gra- 
tuity to the extent of such a financial loss. Now from 
the proviso (1) to Rule 6(2) it is clear that if there 
is a period of break in service and if that break is 
not due to dismissal or to a strike declared to be ille- 
gal under any law for the time being In force that 
can bo condoned. As per Rule 5(1) a break in ser- 
vice of an employee shall entail forfeiture of his 
service before the break for the purpose of calculat- 
ing gratuity unless the break is condoned and this 
rule also shows that if there is participation in the 
strikes, other than a strike declared to be illegal under 
any law, that participation of strike does not consti- 
tute a break in service for the purpose of that rule. 
Now it has to be seen whether the petitioners are 
entitled to the deletion of rule 5(2) (i) of the said 
Rules. 


10. Now the first contention urged by the respon- 
dent namely that the reference is not valid in as much 
as there is a settlement in force may be considered. 
The settlement that is now relied upon by the 
respondent is the original of Ex. Ml. A perusal of 
Ex.Ml shows that the Tandur Coal Mines Labour 
Union had also raised a dispute about the amend- 
ment of Rule 5(2) of the gratuity rules and that 
thdre were conciliation proceedings and that finally 
the parties entered into the settlement the original 
of Ex. Ml dated 26th February, 1965. So far as the 
amendment of Rule 5(2) of the Gratuity Rules is 
concerned the relevant portion of the settlement is 
as follows “2. It is also agreed that till such time the 
gratuity rules are revised on the basis of the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board the Union can re- 
present individual eases of retired workers for con- 
donation of break in service due to participation in 
illegal strikes to the Management. The : Union may 
approach the conciliation machinery if they are not 
satisfied with the decision of the Management in the 
cases represented by them. 3. The dispute raised by 
the Union stands settled.” 


11 So it is clear from the above settlement that 
it i, the very same dispute which has been raised 
now was raised previously by one of the Unions and 
that the parties had come to a settlement, that until 
the gratuity rules arc revised on the basis of the re- 
commendations of the wage board the Union can re- 
present individual cases and get their grievances ie 
dressed and that if the Union Is not satisfied with 


the decision of the Management then they can ap- 
proach the conciliation machinery. If this Is a case 
where the Unions approach the Management with 
reference to individual cases and if the Unions are 
not satisfied with the decision given by the Manage- 
ment and if the conciliation fails and then a refer- 
ence is made to this Tribunal for adjudication thus 
the reference cannot be said to be bad in law in view 
of the definite term in the settlement tho original of 
Ex.Ml. But the present reference is not with refer- 
ence to any individual case. Now, the dispute raised 
in behalf of all the workmen. 


12. The learned counsel for the respondent 1 ’elied 
upon the decision reported in BANGALORE W.C.&S. 
MILLS CO. ,v. Their Workmen (1968 (I) LLJ, page 
555) in support of his contention that when there is 
no period fixed the settlement would continue till it 
is cancelled, A perusal of this decision shows that 
though a claim was made In respect of leave, the 
Union withdrew that claim under an agreement and 
they also agreed not to make any demands for three 
years. Under those circumstances their Lordships 
observed that there was a settlement, arrived at, by 
the parties and that this settlement would be binding 
on them, unless it was terminated in accordance with 
Section 19(2) of the said Act, In the present case 
also the parties had entered into a settlement under 
which the parties had agreed that till the gratuity 
rules are revised on the basis of the recommendations 
of the Wage Board the Union can represent individual 
cases for condonation of break in service due to parti- 
cipation in illegal strike. This is a valid settlement 
that had been entered into by the parties and until 
this settlement is terminated the parties are bound by 
the settlement and they are precluded from raising 
the general dispute like the present one. So the 
principle laid down by their Lordships in the above 
case directly applies to the facts of the present case. 

13. No doubt the learned counsel for the petitioners 
contended that (he settlement relates to matters not 
covered by the present dispute but that it refers to 
some strike periods and that (he settlement does not 
show that the parties had agreed to abide by all the 
gratuity rules, but I feel that there is no force in 
this contention. It is now seen that subsequent to 
Ex. Ml settlement there bad been another settlement 
dated 17t.h September, 1969 as evidenced by the 
original of Ex. M2. A perusal of Ex. M2 shows that 
a dispute was raised for condonation of break in 
service in respect of some workers and that a settle- 
ment was arrived at as regards that aspect of the 
matter also and the rclavant portion in Ex. M2 is 
item No. 14 and it shows that, the Management had 
agreed to condone the break in service for payment 
ol gratuity in the case of workers who participated 
in the Illegal strike in 1959 and I960. So this settle- 
ment shows that some dispute was raised with refe- 
rence to particular workers who had participated in 
the illegal strike in the years 1959 and 1960 and that 
it was settled. It is not Ex. M2 that is how relied 
upon by the respondent to show that the reference 
itself is bad In law. The respondent is relying upon 
the settlement the original of Ex. Ml wherein the 
parties specifically agreed that till the time the 
gratuity rules are' revised on tho basis of the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board the Union can re- 
present individual cases for condonation of bretW in 
service. So, so long as the settlement the ong nal 
of Ex Ml is in force the parties cannot raise any 
genernl dispute like the present one and if there are 
any individual cases then the respective Unions have 
to approach the Management for condonation of break 
in service and if they arc not satisfied with the 
decision of the Management then only they have to 
approach the conciliation machinery. 

14 The facts in this case clearly show that a dis- 
pute' similar to the present one was raised on a 
prior occasion and that a settlement was arrived at 
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under Section 12 of the said Act in the present of 
the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Hyderabad, as evidenced by the original of Ex. Ml 
and when it is a valid settlement and when such a 
settlement is in force the Government is not compe- 
tent to make a reference. So I agree, with the con- 
tention ol the learned counsel for the respondent 
that the reference is bad in raw and so the reference 
is liable to be rejected because under Section 10(1) (d) 
of the said Act this Tribunal will have jurisdiction 
only if the reference Is valid one, 

15, So far as the merits of the case are concerned 
the learned counsel for the petitioner relied (upon 
certain decisions but when once it is held that this 
Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the 
dispute since the reference itself is an invallfl refe- 
rence, it is not proper to consider the merits of the 
case and so I do not propose to consider the merits 
of the case and the decisions relied upon by the 
learned counsel for the petitioners. 

16. In the result, in view of my finding that the 
reference is bad in law and that this Tribunal has 
no jurisdiction to go into the dispute referred to the 
reference is rejected. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him 
and corrected by me and given under my hand and 
the seal of this Tribunal, this the 10th day of June, 


1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 


Industrial Tribunal. 

Appendix of 

Evidence 

Witnesses examined for 
Workmen : 

Witnesses examined for 
Employers : 

NIL 

NIL 

Documents exhibited for 
Workmen ; 

Documents exhibited for 
Empolyers : 


NIL Ex. Ml. — Memorandum of 

Settlement under Section 
12 of the I.D. Act dt, 25th 
February, 1965 arrived 
between the Management 
and Tandur Coal Mines 
Labour Union, Bellam- 
palll. 

Ex. M2. — Memorandum of 
settlement under Section 
12(3) of the I.D. Act dt. 
17th September, 1969 bet- 
ween the Management 
and S.C. Workers Union, 
Kothagudem and Tandur 
Coal Mines Labour Union, 
Bellampalli. 

Ex. M3. Payment of Gra- 
tuity Bill 1971. 

Ex, M4. — Age retirement 

and Gratuity Rules of the 
SIngareni Collieries Co. 
Ltd. 


(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 
Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. 7/8/70-LR.II.] 

S O. 2221. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in 


the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of East Kajora Colliery of Messrs 
Swadeshi Mining and Manufacturing Company Limited! 
Post Office Andal, District Burdwan and their workmen, 
which was received* by the Central Government on the 
22nd July, 1972, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 83 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management ol East 
Kajora Colliery of Messrs Swadeshi Mining ani 
Manufacturing Company Limited. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 7 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances ; 

On behalf of Employers . — Sri K. Das Gupta, «roup 
Labour Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen .- — Sri Rajdeo Singh, General* 
Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Sangh find.) 

State: West Bengal. Industry: Coal Mines. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912/42/71/LRII, dated 29th May, 
1971, the Government of India, in' the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment), referred an Industrial dispute 
existing between the employers in relation to the 
management of East Kajora Colliery of Messrs Swadeshi 
Mining and Manufacturing Company Limited and their 
workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

■ “Whether the acting of the management of East 
Kajora Colliery of Messrs Swadeshi Mining and 
Manufacturing Company Limited, Post Office 
Andal, District Burdwan In refusing employ- 
ment to Shri Singasan Gowala, Loader, with 
ef!ect_from the 14th February, 1970 to the 15th 
March, 1970 is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 

2. On 16th July, 1971 the management filed its written 
statement. On 15th June, 1972 the General Secretary 
of the Union appeared and submitted that there had 
been a compromise of the dispute. In support of hl% 
statement the General Secretary, Sri Rajdeo Singh of 
the Union made an application. The management deni- 
ed that any compromise had been effected and all that 
was alleged in the application filed by Sri Singhj Gen- 
eral Secretary, Khali Mazdoor Sangh on 15th June, 1972. 
The application in question did not contain any work 
able basis upon which a direct could be given to the 
parties to have the alleged compromise recorded. The 
statement of Sri Singh was, therefore, not accepted. 
Thereafter Sri Singh submitted that he will file a writ- 
ten statement. Accordingly, a written statement wSk 
filed as directed on 5th July, 1972 by Sri Rajdeo Singh, 
General Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Sangh representing 
the workman. 

3. The management in its written statement filed on 
16th July, 1971 asserted that the dispute under reference 
was not raised either by the workman himself or the 
union representing the workman. The management con- 
tended that the workman Singasan Gowala, loader of 
East Kajora Colliery of the management had been suffer- 
ing from Tuberculosis on and from 4th July, 1969 and 
remained absent from work for treatment. On 11th 
February, 1970 the Medical Officer, Searsole, declared 
Sri Gowala fit for light duty on surface or underground 
on the condition that his case would be reviewed after 
three months. Then the workman reported to the coP 

liery authorities who could not provide any light work 
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to him as opart from the fact that there was n 0 light 
post avail ahle there was no legal obligation to provide 
light work to the workman. The workman approached 
-''Ihe Medical Officer”, Searsole on 14th February, 1970 
who declared him fit for duty. The colliery authorities 
in the circumstances could not employ the workman and 
risk his own safety and safety of others employed in 
the mine. The colliery medical officer declared the 
Workman Gowala tit on lltl» March, 1970 and Gowala 
was given work on and from 16th March, 1970 after 
making arrangement for his work. Therefore, the ques- 
tion of refusal of work to Gowala could not arise and 
Gowala again was not entitled to any relief for his alleg- 
ed refusal of employment from 14th February, 1970 to 
^15th March, 1970. 

4. The management did not in paragraph 2 of its writ- 
ten statement state that the workman or the union rep- 
resenting the workman did not raise the dispute before 
the management but stated, “no such dispute was raised 
by the workman or the union representing the work- 
man.” In reply to that paragraph of the management’s 
statement the union in paragraph 7 of its statement sta- 
tes, “the dispute is an industrial dispute and it was rais- 
ed before the employer by the union as per their letter 
datfed 24th June, 1970, by registered post. Moreover 
th^employer never raised such objection during the 
conciliation before th£ Assistant Labour Commissioner, 
Raniganj which was a proper stage for that”. The 
management in paragraph 3 stated that Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh, Ukhra does not function at Kajora Colliery 
and the union is not competent to raise such a general 
dispute when the recognised union representing the 
majority of the workman is functioning there. In reply 
to that paragraph in the written statement df the mana- 
gement, the union states that the dispute is not a general 
dispute for which the recognised union Is required. 
This is an individual industrial dispute and ihe present 
union is competent enough to raise it. The union asserts 
that the management was not justified in refusing em- 
ployment It to the workman with effect from 14th Febru- 
ary, 1970 to 15th March, 1970 for which he was entitled 
to full wages for the period of idleness. So the Union 
wanted, it to be declared that the management was not 
justified in refusing employment to the workman from 
14th February, 1970 to 15th March, 1970 and claims full 
wages for the period and other statutory benefits on ac- 
count of the concerned workman. 

5. On 5th July, 1972 the management gave a rejoinder 
to the Union's statement. In the rejoinder it was as- 
serted that before the management the dispute had not 
been raised now referred for adjudication either by 
the workman or by the union and that an objection on 
that score was taken before the Conciliation officer by 
the management. The management asserted that the 
union did not work In the East Kajora Colliery of the 
management and was not competent to raise the indus- 
trial dispute when a recognised union representing the 
majority of the workman was functioning in the colliery 
The management had no legal obligation to offer any 
light job as recommended by the Medical Officer on 11th 
February, 1970. The management challenges the medi- 
cs’ officer’s two certificates relating to the workman as 
being contradictory on the face of the record. The re- 
p r t of the medical officer dated 11th March. 1970 was 
obtained at the request of the workman. The colliery 
medical officer declared the workman fit on 1 1 th March. 
1970 and he was given work on lflth March 1970. 

5. Points for consideration, therefore, are: 

(1) Did the workman or the union representing th, 
workman raised the dispute before the manage- 
ment before approaching the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner for conciliation of the alleged 
dispute? 

(ill Has any medical officer authority to varry the 
terms of the contract of employment between 
an employer and the employee? 

Tf noi, was the management, justified in refusing to 
employ the workman on 14th February, 1979 
in a light job either on Ihe surface or in the 
underground in place of his job of a loader for 


which he was being employed before he was 
attacked with Tuberculosis? 

(iii) was the management justified in refusing to 
employ the workman on the recommendation of 
the medical officer in a job i.e. light Job either 
on surface or in the underground contrary to 
the original terms of employment between the 
management and the workman concerned? If 
so, is the workman entitled to wages for the 
period from 14th February 1970 to 15th March, 
1970? 

Point (i): 

Did the workman or the union representing the 
workman raise the dispute before the manage- 
ment before approaching the Assistant Lab- 
our Commissioner for concilialtion of the alleg- 
ed dispute? 

The workman concerned did not come and depose. Sri 
Raideo Singh, General Secretary of the Union deposed 
as witness No. 1 for the workman. He proved the copy 
of a letter, Ext, W2, which he said he had sent per re- 
gistered post with acknowledgement due to the Mana- 
ger. East Kajora Colliery. Along with the registration 
receipt attached to the letter, there Is als 0 the acknowle- 
dgement due receipt signed by the Manager for East 
Kajora Colliery with the rubber stamp impression there- 
on. The signature bears under it a date 29th June, 1970. 
The workman vide Ext, W3 became member of the 
union on 28th July, 1970. Now, the letter, Ext. W2, 
dated 24th June, 1970 in paragraph 2 contains the fol- 
lowing assertion : "Sri SIngasan Gowala, Loader, attend- 
ed Searsole hospital several times for his treatment but 
not paid his conveyance charges properly. He was 
declared fit for duty on 14th February, 1970 but not 
allowed to resume upto 15th March, 1970 and their grie- 
vances are genuine and legitimate and they desire pro- 
per compensation.” On 24th June, 1970 the workman 
was not a member of Khan Mazdoor Sangh union bear- 
ing a registration No. 9428. but on the date of reference 
i.e. on 29th May. 1971 the workman was a member of 
the said union, There is no evidence that at any time 
the workman himself raised the dispute before the 
management. On 24th June, 1970 vide Ext. W2 when 
the work nan was not a member of the union, i.e, Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh, the General Secretary of the said Union 
had no authority to raise a dispute on behalf of the 
non-member Workman before the management. There- 
fore, in view of the decision In Sindhu Resettlement 
Corporation vs Industrial Tribunal, Gujarat, reported In 
1968 (II LLJ 834 and Feeder Lloyd & Co,, vs Lt. Gover- 
nor. Delhi reported In FLR 1970 (20) p. 383, I hold 
that no dispute was raised as that, which is now the sub- 
ject matter of the reference either by the workman or 
by the union of which the workman was a member at 
any time before the management before approaching 
with the dispute for conciliation by the Assistant Lab 
our Commissioner. 

Point No. (ii): 

Has any medical officer authority to vary the terms 
of the contract of employment between an em- 
ployer and the employee? If not, was the 
management justified in refusing to employ the 
workman on 1 4th February, 1970 In a light job 
either on the surface or in the underground In 
lieu of his job of a loader for which he was be- 
ing employed before he was attacked with 
tubcrcolosis? 

6. The job of a loader is heavy one. The contract of 
employment between the management and the workman 
was that the management would employ the workman 
as a loader but not in any light job either on the surface 
o r in the uffderground. The hospital card Ext, Wl, of 
of the workman shows entries from 25th July, 1969. 
On 28th July, 1969 the hospital recorded “.Scattered 
tuberculosis infiltration ail over both lungs”. Thus the 
man was admitted in the hospital and was treated from 
lfith August 1968 to 14th November, 1969' and was dis- 
charged after 90 days. These entries are in the left 
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hand side of the first! page of Ext. W1 but further 
entries continue about his treatment. Obviously the 
entry “Admission lGth .August, 1909 to 14th November, 
1989 (90 days)" must be wrong because It will appear 
from entries in the following pages that from 25th July, 
1989 tho man was kept in the hospital for treatment 
and his treatment with anti-T.B. drugs continued upto 
12th December, 1970 when X-ray of his chest was 
taken and one anti-tuberculosis drug wa'5 prescribed. 
On 12th February. 1970 the entry made by Searsole 
hospital doctor reads as follows : “case reviewed. He 
is fit for any light job either on surface or in under- 
ground. He will be reviewed after 3 months". X-ray 
on 12th February, 1970 of the chest followed by anti- 
T.B. drug followed by recommendation for a light job 
either on surfaco or In underground with a rider that 
his case would be reviewed 3 months after speak their 
own stories. On 14th February, 1970 the same doctor 
declared that patient i.e. the workman fit for original 
work. This entry of 14th February, 1970 and the pre- 
vious entry i.e. of 12th February, 1970 go poles as under. 
On 12th February. 1970 chest was X-raycd followed by 
anti-T.B. drug. So the man was not cured of T.B. 
Remark “the case will bo reviewed” clearly shows that 
the doctor took a rather charitable view of the financial 
suffering due to unemployment of the workman for- 
getting the strict injunctions of medical science. The 
doctor was not examined but the Ext. W1 was admitted 
without formal proof which was tho hospital treatment 
Book of the workman. On 14th February, 1970 when 
the doctor recommended that the workman was fit for 
his original work as a loader, it fails my comprehension 
to Imagine how this very doctor could record only two 
days before the remark “fit for any light job either on 
surface or In underground”. By his recommendation of 
12th February, 1970, the doctor wanted a new contract 
of employment to be made between tile employer and 
the employee; when the original contract of employment 
was that the workman could be employed as a loader if 
not physically unfit. The recommendations of the 
doctor on 14th February, 1970 viewed with its obser- 
vation “cose reviewed” makes his recommendation dated 
14th February, 1970 absolutely self-contradictory t 0 his 
recommendation of 12th February, 1970 and unreliable. 
He again contradicts himself by his entry dated 26th 
February, 1970 when the patient was recommended 
anti-T.B. drug. On 26th February 1970 the doctor still 
recorded “he could do his own work”. On 11th March. 

1970 the hospital doctor recorded “reviewed as request- 
ed. He may do his own work. Check up after two or 
3 months. To continue drug”. The Colliery medical 
officer recorded on 11th March, 1970 declaring the work- 
man fit for duty but on 23rd March, 1970 the workman 
was again administered anti-T.B. drug. On 24th March, 
1979 the workman complained of pain on chest and was 
given some other drug “anti-T.B, . On 24th March, 1970 
he was again given anti-T.B. drug. He however got back 
his employment on 16th March. (970. On 4th May, 1970 

was prescribed anti-T.B. drug so also on 25th May. 
1970. 28th 1 June, 1970. 29th June, 1970. hth July. 1970, 
20th July, 1970, 6th August, 1970, 7th September, 1970, 
21st September. 1970, 19fh October. 1970, 23rd Novem- 
ber. ] 970. 21st December, 1070, 18th January, 1971. 23rd 
February, 1971, 3rd April. 1071 and in that wav bis 
treatment continued upto 5th July. 1971, with anti-T.B. 
drug* and administration of such drug. . On 5th July, 

1971 the hospital doctor recorded ‘Check up next day’. 
For consideration of stopping anti-T.B. drug next day”. 
On August. 1971 there was X-ray of the chest and it was 
recorded “for consideration for stopping of anti-T.B. 
drug”. On 9th August. 1971 the case was reviewed. 
Anti-T.B. drug stopped (arrested leison). Check after 4 
months or earlier if required. The man continued 
hospital treatment upto 1 3th“ December, 1971 but he got. 
back his employment as loader on 18fh March. 1970. 
However, on the recommendation of the colliery doctor 
as well as of the hospital medical officer dated 11th 
March 1970 declaring the workman" fit for duty, the 
management gave the workman employment as a loader 
on and from 16th March. 1970 but still the Searsole 
hospital continued on to treat the loader on and from 
23rd March, 1970, when he was still suffering from T-B. 


and his treatment continued till upto 9th August, 1971 
when anti-T.B. drug had not been stopped. So. upto 
9th August, 1971 the workman was suffering from acute,. 
T.B. Accordingly during the period from 10th of March. 
1970 to 7th August, 1971 when the workman had been 
employed as a loader he was not lit for doing any heavy 
duty because he was suffering from tuberculosis and his 
leison of the both lungs had not been arrested till upto 
9th August, 1971. So, the doctors and the management 
all appear to have had conspired to kill the man by 
employing him as a loader on and from 10th March, 
1970 but as Providence would have It, the man may be 
still alive working as a loader. He did not appear 
before the Tribunal in person and the Tribunal could 
not record what tire appearance of the man was. So 
during the period from 14th February, 1970 to 15th o; 
March. 1970 If the management refused to employ the 
workman as a loader it was justified in doing so. The 
management would have been thoroughly justified In 
refusing the workman to employ as a loader upto 9th 
August, 1971 having' regard to the condition of health 
of the workman during the period as recorded by the 
medical officer of Searsole T.B. Hospital which I have 
already elaborately discussed (Ext. Wl), The certificate 
that the workman is fit for doing light job given orvSlth 
February, 1970 and his original Job on 14th Febiyftry, 
1970 by the Searsole medical officer, as I have already 
found, were sell-condemned so also the certificate given 
by the Colliery medical officer on 11th March, 1970. On 
the record of the medical treatment of the workman 
(Ex. Wl) no sensible man should have allowed him to 
he re-employed as a loader on 16th of March, 1970, not 
even till before 9th August, 1971. Be that as It may, 
there was justification for the employers not to employ 
the workman during the period 14t,h February, 1970 to 
15th March. 1970 when he was really unfit for any duty 
whether light or heavy either on the surface or on the 
underground. He was not fit to resume his duty ps a, 
loader on 14th February, 1D70 and even on 11th March, 
1970. However, he is now re-employed from 16th 
March, 1970 and his non-employment from 14th Feb- 
ruary. 1970 to 15th March. 1970 In the circumstances 
reviewed was justified on medical ground. 

Point (Hi) : 

Was the management justil :d In > "fusing to employ 
the workman on the r r v ruendallon of the 
medical officer i.e. light job ither on surface 
or In the underground contrary to the original 
terms of employment between the management 
and the workman concerned? If so, la the 
workman entitled to wages fo r t’-p period from 
14th February. 1970 to 15th March, 10707 
7. As I have already observed, a medical officer has - 
no legal authority to vary the terms of contract of em- 
ployment by his recommendation declaring ths work- 
man fit to do light job either on the surface or in the 
underground on and from 11th February, 1 970. JHis 
recommendation on 14th February, 1970, as I nave 
already observed was cofitradictory to his recommen- 
dation as made on 11th February. 1970, The workman, 
as I have already observed, was rightly refused employ- 
ment during the neriod from 14th February. 1970 to 15th 
March 1970 by the management and such refusal was 
justified in the circumstances already reviewed. 

In the result, the reference Is rejected. 


This is my award. 


Dated, July 15. 1972. 


(Sd.) 9. N. Bag chi. 

Presiding Officer. 


[No. L-1012/02/71-LR.IL] 


S.O. 2222. - — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 



Sec. 3(10] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 12, 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1894 


to the management of East Nimeha Colliery of The East 
Laikdih Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office 
Jaykaynagar District Burdwan and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on tho 
24th July, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 73 of 1971 

Parties ; 

Employers in relation to the management of the 
East Nimeha Colliery of The East Laikdih 
Colliery Company Private Limited, 

AND 

Present: 

Their workmen. 

Sri S- N. Bagchl Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers , — Sri B P. DabrftI, Chief 
Personnel Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen.— Absent, 

State; West Bengal. Industry: Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912/61/71-LR.II. dated 291h May, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment), referred the following dispute 
existing between the employers in relation to the 
management of The East Nimeha Colliery of The East 
Laikdih Colliery Company Private Limited and their 
workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: — 

“Whether the action of the management of The East 
Nimeha Colliery of The East Laikdih Colliery 
Company Private Limited, Post Office Jaykay- 
nagar, District Burdwan in dismissing Shri 
Sami ran Harijan Loader with effect from the 
4th February. 1<J71 is justified? If not, to what 
relief is the workman entitled?” 

2. The union, representing the workman nspite of 
notice duly issued and served did not turn up to-day 
which is fixed for positive hearing of the reference. 
The union did not also file any written statement of 
demand inspite of specific order passed by this Tribunal 
on 15th June. 1972 suo motu. In the circumstances, this 
tribunal considers that the union is not interested in 
prosecuting with its demand under the reference, and 
that it, has no dispute now existing in regaid to tho 
subject matter of the reference. 

Accordingly, i render a ‘no dispute’ award. 

Dated, 19 th July, 1972. 

S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

[No. L-19012/61/71-LR.II.] 

New Delhi, the 3rd August, 1972 

S.O, 2223. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the follownig award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Cal- 
cutta, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
In relation to the management of Ranipur Colliery 
of Messrs Equitable Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Sal tore, District Purulia, and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 28th July, 1972. 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
BUNAL AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 93 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Ranipur Colliery of Messrs Equitable Coal 
Company Limited, 

And 

Their Workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

On behalf of Employers. — Sri Monoj Kumar 
Mukherjee, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen, — Sri Vinay Kumar, 
General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Cong- 
ress. 

State: West Bengal. 

Industry: Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/1912/50/71-LRII, dated 21st July, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), referred the following dispute 
existing between the employeers in rslation to the 
management of Ranipur Colliery of Messrs Equita- 
ble Coal Company Limited and their workmen, to 
this Tribunal, for ar judication, namely: 

“Whether having regard to the nature of duties 
performed by Shri Raja Ram, Carpenter 
Mazdoor and Shri Aloke Roy .General Maz- 
door, the management of Ranipur Colliery 
of Messrs Equitable Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Saltorc, District Purulia, is justi- 
fied in not giving category-IV wages to the 
said workmen? If not, to what relief is the 
workmen entitled and from what date? 

2. In the Schedule annexed to the reference it is 
noted that a copy of the reference was sent to the 
General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress, Gorai 
Mansion, G.T. Road, P.O. Asansol, District. Burdwan. 
The reference is dated 21st July, 1971. The copy of 
the failure report, sent along with the reference 
in the first line of the report ,The General Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress (IND) raised an indus- 
trial dispute over 5 point charter of demands vide 
his letter No. CMC/18-B/62 dated 18th February, 
1971 (copy enclosed) and requested this office for 
intervention”. The dispute was received by the Con- 
ciliation Officer through the General Secretary, Coll- 
iery Mazdoor Congress (Ind.) on 22nd January, 1971. 
After the reference of the industrial dispute was 
registered and notices were issued to the Superin- 
tendent, Dishergarh Group, Methani Colliery, P.O. 
Sitarampur, District Burdwan and the General Secre- 
tary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress. Gorai Mansion, G.T. 
Road, Asansol, District Burdwan, a written statement 
on behalf of th cworkmen was received by this Tri- 
bunal on 28th/29th December, 1971 signed and veri- 
fied by Vinay Kumar, General Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Congress (Hind Mazdoor Panchayat), Garai 
Mansion, G.T, Road, Asansol, and was placed in the 
record. The employer on showing cause of delay in 
filing its written statement by a petition received by 
this tribunal on 12th June, 1972, filed its statement 
of case with a copy to the General Secretary Colliery 
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Mansion, G.T, Road, Asansol Thereafter the Gene- 
ral secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind Maz- 
door Panchayat) appeared but did not file any re- 
joinder but took steps by calling for documents, etc. 
rrom the management and other steps also. The 
Union alleges that the two workmen Sri Raj Ram 
md Shn Aloke Roy, Carpenter and Pump Khalasl 
respectively who have been working for a consider- 
able period are entitled to be placed in Category-IV 
is fixed by the accepted recommendation of the Cent,- 
i al Wage Board for the Coal Mining Industry and 
are entitled to be paid their wages being placed in 
-hat category. The management has intentionally and 
wilfully continued them to be placed in lower cate- 
gories which has no semblance with the actual work 
performed by each of them and thereby the workmen 
are losing the benefits of higher wages for the actual 
job performed by them. Raja Ram has been work- 
ing as carpenter from 1965 on the surface in the 
first shift every day at employer’s Ranipur Colliery 
naking sprays, Roller Frames, Handles for Picks, 
Shovels, Friction Rollers and has been attending to 
all repairing jobs required for the maintenance of 
the quarters and bungalows in the colliery, Other 
two carpenters in the employers’ colliery are donlg 
the same work as Raja Ram and they have been 
placed in category IV and getting wages fixed for 
such category of workmen. But Raja Ram has been 
deprived of that category with the designation as 
Carpenter Mazdoor. Alok Roy, who joined the coll- 
iery originally in 1965 has been working as Pump 
Khalasl but has been designated as general mazdoor. 
He is continuously working as Pump Khalasl and 
nanaging the work of his shift. Other Pump Khala- 
jis in different shifts doing the same work are in 
Category IV with the designation as Puiftp Khalasi. 
Alok Roy is entitled to be placed in the same cate- 
gory with the same designation like other pump 
chalasis but he has been deprived by the manage- 
ment from getting the higher category and conse- 
quent wages. Records of the management would 
show that 'Sri Roy is entitled to be placed in Cate- 
gory TV as Pump khalasi. The action of the manage- 
ment in depriving the workman from getting their 
espective category IV and the wages for that cate- 
gory have been illegal and arbitrary whereby the 
respective workmen have been deprived of their 
proper category and proper wages and other benefits. 
So, the union prays for an award upon holding that 
the workmen are entitled to be placed in category 
TV with the consequent changes in their existing 
designation from the date they have been working 
as such. 

3. The management in reply to the written state- 
ment of the Union in paragraphs, 1, 2 and 3 stated 
is follows: 

“1. That the present reference is misconceived 
and not warranted In the facts and circum- 
stances of the case. 

2. That the present reference is not maintainable 

in law. 

3. That no dispute in respect of the sublect 

matter of the present reference hhving been 
received with the Management before taking 
up the matter with conciliation machinery by 
the Union of the workmen, the present refer- 
ence is not maintainable.” 

in paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the said written state- 
ment the management asserts: 

“4. That the Employers have been served with a 
ropy oif the written statement dated 16th 
December, 1971 filed on behalf of the work- 
men and verified under the pen of one Shri 


Vinay Kumar as the General 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress (H.M.P 
Mansion, G.T. Road, Asansol. 

5. That the Employers state that the instant dis- 
pute before the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (Central), Asansol having been es- 
poused by the Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
(Independent) the present Written State 
ment on behalf of the workmen sought to be 
represented by Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
(H.M.P.) cannot be entertained aS the latter 
is not a party to the dispute under refer- 
ence and in that view of the matter the 
Employers refrain from controverting the 
averments made therein and submit that the 
representation of the said union namely Coll- 
iery Mazdoor Congress (H.M.P.) and for the 
matter of that the written Statement filed by 
them be dis-allowed, 

0. Without any prejudice to the above conten- 
tions the Employers state that the concerned 
workmen Sri Raja Ram and Sri Alok Roy 
were appointed as unskilled Carpenter Maz- 
door and General Mazdoor and are working 
as such since their appointment. The said 
workmen are not entitled to be placed in 
Category IV as claimed by them. Accord- 
ing to the recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board for the Coal Mining Industry, 
the said two workers are entitled to be 
placed in Category I and they have been 
rightly placed in Category I and paid accord- 
ingly.” 

In paragraph 7 of the said written statement it is 
stated that the two workmen are working as Car- 
penter Mazdoor and General Mazdoor respectively in 
Category I since their appointment as such and this 
will be conclusively established from the Service 
Record Card and ‘B’ Form Registers maintained in 
the ordinary course of business by the Employers 
and countersigned by the workmen concerned. The 
management further asserts that the two workmen 
have been respectively appointed and working as 
such uptil now as General Mazdoor, Raia Ram in 
Carpentary shop and they have been rightly, placed 
in Category I under the Coal wage Board Recom- 
mendations. The management also asserts that the 
workmen are not entitled to any relief. 

4. For the Union its General Secretary Sri Vinay 
Kumar opened the case and for the management Mr, 
Monoj Kumar Mukheriee the learned Advocate. Mr. 
Mukherjee took' certain preliminary points which 
go to the verv root of the case and asked this Tri- 
bunal to decide those points first. The points are: 

(i) The terms of reference as appearing in the 
Schedule do not admit of anv consideration 
as to the scope and content of the clause "is 
justified in not giving category-IV wages to 
the said workmen”? 

(ii) The workmen or the union espousing the 
cause of the workmen having had not taken 
the alleged dispute before the management 
previous to the union’s approaching the 

Conciliation authority debars the dispute 
from being an industrial dispute within Sec- 
tion 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
and as such, this Tribunal has no jurisdic- 
tion to entertain and adiudicafe upon the 
dispute as referred to it for adjudication. 

(ill) The Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind Maz- 
door Panchayat) is not the union that es- 
poused the cause of the alleged dispute of 
the workmen before the Conciliation autho- 
rity, and as such, has no authority to repre- 
sent the workmen in this proceeding under 
Section 36 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 


Secretary. 
.), Gorai 
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5. Point (i): The terms of reference as appearing 
in the Schedule do not admit of any consideration 
as to the scope and content of the clause “is justified 
in not giving categoi’y-IV wages to the said 
workmen”? 

The Schedule of reference reads as follows: 

“Whether having regard to the nature of duties 
performed by Shri Raja Ram, Carpenter 
Mazdoor and Shri Aloke Roy, General Maz- 
door, the management of Ranipur Colliery 
of Messrs Equitable Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Saltore, District Purulia, is jus- 
tified in not giving category-IV wages to the 
said workmen? If not, to what relief is 
the workmen entitled and from which date?” 

The expression in the term of reference “is justi- 
fied in not giving .Category-IV wages to the said 
workmen” must be taken as it appears in the sche- 
dule without any addition or atleration. Mr. 
Mukherjee for the management submitted what was 
meant by the expression “Category-IV wages” as 
mentioned in the terms of reference, expressed in 
the schedule, could hardly be gathered from the 
terms themselves as in the schedule. The General 
Secretary of the Union Sri Vinay Kumar submitted 
that the expression "Category-IV wages” should be 
read as Category-IV, Appendix V, Volume II, page 
47 of the Report of the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Mining Industry, To this Mr. Mukherjee replied 
that in finding out the meaning of the expression “is 
justified in not giving Category-IV wages” as appear- 
ing in the schedule to the reference so many words 
as had been stated by Sri Vinay Kumar were to be 
read into the terms of the reference and that, in 
that event, the expression should have been "is jus- 
tified in not giving Category-IV wages of Appendix 
V, Volume II, p. 47 of the Report of the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry”. Mr. Mukher- 
jee further submitted that at least without the words 
“Category-IV of the Report of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry” after the word 
“wages” in the schedule to the reference, this tribu- 
nal would not read all those words in the schedule 
to the reference after the words 'Category-IV wages’ 
nor would add anything to what was appearing in the 
schedule to the reference. To this Sri Vinay Kumar 
submitted that it was the clerical error of the refer- 
ring authority i.e. the Government, not to mention 
"Category-IV wages of the Report of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry” in the terms of the 
reference. That by not mentioning in the schedule to 
the reference after the words “Category-IV wages” 
the words of the Report of the Central Wage Board 
for Coal Mining Industry”, the terms in the schedule 
to the reference have been patently vague and inde- 
finite and cannot be considered within its scope 
to include “Category-IV wages of the Report of the 
Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry” need? 
no further discussion. Whether it is a clerical error 
or a material error, but that it is an error, had to be 
admitted by Sri Vinay Kumar. In the case of Dabur 
(Dr. S. K. Burman) (Privale) Ltd., Deoghar and 
Their Workmen, report in 1367 II LLJ p. 863, the 
question of correction of a clerical error in the Sche- 
dule to the reference was considered by their Lord- 
ships of the Supreme Court. At page 865 of the Re- 
port their Lordships observed: 

“We cannot see how any objection can be taken 
to the competence of the State Government 
to make a correction of a mere clerical error. 
The finding that it was a clerical error means 
that, the Government in fact intended to make 
the reference to the labour court, Ranchi: but, 
while actually scribing the order of reference, 
a mistake was committed by the writer of 
putting down Patna instead of Ranchi. Such 
a clerical error can always be corrected and 
such a correction does not amount cither to 
the withdrawal of the reference from, or can- 
cellation af the reference to, the Labour 
court, Patna. The High Court was therefore 


right in rejecting the contention on behal 
of the appellant”. 

This decision lays down that only a clerical erro 
in the order of reference can be corrected by the ap 
propriate Government that refers the industrial din 
pute for adjudication to a tribunal. But when ther, 
is the error which is not clerical but material, in thi 
Schedule to the order of reference, this tribunal can 
not add to or substract from the words that are up 
pearing in the terms of the schedule to the order o 
reference. It is not a case where a clerical error ir 
the terms of the schedule to the order of reference 
has been corrected by the appropriate Government 
Taking the terms of reference and its scope as appear 
ing in the language used in the schedule, it is clea 
that after the words “Category-IV wages” if the word 
“of the Report of the Central Wage Board for Coa 
Mining Industry” are not appearing, the word 
“Category-IV wages” can have no earthly meaning 
and as such, it shall not be within the scope and con 
tent of the reference, as appearing in the terms of th 
schedule, to look into any of the provisions of the Re 
port of the Central Wags Board for Coal Mining In 
dustry. So, the reference itself suffers from Its Tnhe 
rent vagueness and unintelligibility. 

6. Point (ii ) : The workmen or the union ospucsin 
the cause of the workmen having had not taken th 
alleged dispute before the management previous 1 
the union's approaching the Conciliation authority de 
bars the dispute from being an Industrial disput 
within Section 2 (k) of the Industrial Disputes At 
and as such this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to enter 
tain and adjudicate upon the dispute as referred t 
for adjudication. naF 

The union did not file any rejoinder to the manage 
ment’s written statement. It is specifically stated i 
paragraph 3 of the management’s statement of can 
that no dispute in respect of the subject matter of th 
present reference having been lodged with the Man 
agment before taking up the matter with conciliatio 
machinery by the Union of the workmen, the pre 
sent reference is not maintainable. To this statemer 
of the management no rejoinder was filed by the unio 
concerned. Sri Vinay Kumar, General Secretary < 
the Union submitted that the dispute was not require 
to raised before the management and was to be raise 
before the Conciliation officer and that the managi 
ment should have taken this objection before the Coi 
ciliation officer. To this Mr. Mukherjee replied, rely 
ing on two decisions, one of the Supreme Court an 
the other of the Delhi High Court, viz., Sindhu R*. 
settlement Corporation Limited, and Industrial Tribi 
nat, Gujarat and others, 1968 I LLJ page 834 an 
Fedders Lloyd Corporation Private Limited, and L 
Governor, Delhi and others, F.L.R. 1970 (20) pa. 
343, that in view of those two decisions the argumei 
advanced by Sri Vinay Kumar would hardly sustaii 
A mere demand to a Government without a dispu 
being raised by the workmen or the union cspousii 
the cause of the workmen with the employer cannr 
oecome an industrial dispute as has been held in tho. 
two decisions. Sri Vinay Kumar did not submit th' 
ai any time either the two workmen of the Union r 
presenting the two workmen in this proceeding api 
roached the management and called upon the manang 
ment to remove the grievances of the two workmc 
and that tho management refused to concede to tl 
demand either made by the two workmen or by tl 
union espousing the case of the workmen, Therefor 
a mere demand made by the union on behalf of tl 
two workmen to the Government meaning the Cone 
liation officer falls within the mischief of the law 
inundated by the two high authorities appearing 
the two decisions relied on by Mr. Mukherjee. Then 
fore, the dispute as referred to for adjudication 1 
this Tribunal is not an industrial dispute within Se 
tion 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act and tl 
tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain and adjud 
cate upon the matter referred to it. 
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/.Point (m) : The Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind 
Mazdoor Panchayat) is not the union that espoused 
ihe cause of the alleged dispute of the workmen before 
the Conciliation authority and as such has no authority 
to represent the workmen in this proceeding under 
Section 36 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

The order of reference as received by this Tribunal, 
shows that the copy of the order was forwarded to 
the Superintendent, Dishergarh Group, Methani Coll- 
iery, P.O Sitarampur, District Burdwan and to the 
General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress, Gorai 
Mansion G.T Road P.O. Asansol, District Burdwan, 
General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress (1ND) 
a ® copy of the failure report shows, raised tne 
dispute before the Conciliation officer. The notice of 
the reference was addressed to the General Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress , Gorai Mansion G.T, Road 
Asansol. The written statement dated 16th Decem- 
ber ,1971 received by this Tribunal on 28th/29th De- 
cember, 1971 was filed and verified by Sri Vinay 
Kumar General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Coil- 
s' (Hind Mazdoor Panchayat), Gorai Mansion, 
G. T. Road, Asansol. On 6th June, 1972 Sri Vinay 
Kumar, General Secretary Colliery Mazdoor Con- 
gress, Regd. No. 966 affiliated to Hind Mazdoor Pan- 
chayat addressed a letter to this tribunal. In para- 
graphs 4 and 5 of their written statement the manage- 
ment asserted that the written statemen dated 16th 
December, 1971 filed on behalf of the workmen and 
verified under the pen of Sri Vinay Kumar as the 
General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
(HMP), Gorai Mansion ,G.T. Road, Asansol, was 
not of the union that raised the dispute before the 
Assistant Labour Cormmssionur, Central, Asansol, 
espousing the cause of the workmen concerned. The 
union that espoused the cause of the workmen con- 
cerned before the Assistant Labour Commissioner, 
Central, was Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Ind.) while 
the written statement on behalf of the workmen 
was sought to be represented by the Colliery Maz- 
door Congress (Hind Mazdoor Panchayat) could be 
entertained as the latter is not a party to the dsipute 
under reference. It is further asserted in the next 
paragraph of the written statement of the manage- 
ment that the representation of the workmen by the 
union, namely the Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind 
Mazdoor Panchayat) and filing of the written state- 
ment on behalf of the workmen by the Colliery Maz- 
ioor Congress (Hind Mazdoor Panchayat) could not 
be legally accepted. I have already observed that 
against the written statement of the manage- 
ment no rejoinder was submitted by the union that 
means the Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind Maz- 
ioor Panchayat). So, the question arises as to who 
the union was that espoused the cause of the work- 
nen before the Assistant Labour Commissioner, whe- 
ther the Colliery Mazdoor Congress, or Colliery Ma- 
ioor Congress (Hind Madoor Panchayat) or Colliery 
Madoor Congress (Ind.). To explain this anomolous 
lituation and the definite assertion made by the 
management in its written statement, the Colliery 
Madoor Congress (Hind Madoor Panchayat) did not 
lie any rejoinder. Sri Vinay Kumar at the time of 
argument submitted that the letters H.M.P. were 
ibbreviations of Hind Madoor Panchayat and that 
Hind Mazdoor Panchayat was the Central Body to 
which the Colliery Mazdoor Congress was affiliated 
n November, 1971. He further submitted that the 
Jolliery Mazdoor Congress mentioned in the sche- 
dule to the reference is the same as Colliery Maz- 
loor Congress (H.M.P.) He further submitted that 
it the time of the reference and during the concula- 
ion proceedings as the Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
was not affiliated to any central body, it was then 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Ind,). After affiliation 
o the Central Body, i.e. Hind Mazdoor Panchayat in 
Jovember 1971, the same Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
•emained as it was, a duly registered union without 
ny change except that it was affiliated m November, 


^ cent ? al body Hind Mazdoor Panchayat. 
r Kumar submitted that the union, Col- 

liery Mazdoor Congress espousing the cause of th« 
workmen before the Conciliation officer was an in- 
dependent body, that means, was not affiliated to 
any Central body upto November 1971 and that in 
November 1971 that independent body was affiliated 
to the Central body but the union continued to be 
the same. So, there could be no rationale in tha 
contention of the management that Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress (Ind.) was not the same union as Colliery 
Mazdoor Congress (H.M.P.). Accordingly, Sri Vinay 
Kumar submitted that the written statement filed by 
the Colliery Mazdoor Congress (H.M.P.) and 'its re- 
presentation of the workmen under Section 36(1) (a) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act had been perfectly 
legal. To illustrate his point Sri Vinay Kumar sub- 
mitted that Colliery Mazdoor Congress affiliated to 
Hind Muzdoor Sabha is written as Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress (H.M.S.) while the Colliery Mazdoor Con- 
gress affiliated to Hind Mazdoor Panchayat is written 
as Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMP) and that the 
two unions i.e. Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS) 
and Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMP) were two 
different corporate entities, being affiliated to two 
different Central bodies. This illustration landed 
Sri Vinay Kumar to enormous difficulties. In reply, 
Mr. Mukherjee submitted a very astounding fact. He 
submitted that Colliery Mazdoor Congress Regd. No. 
965 was affiliated to Hind Mazdoor Panchayat while 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress, Regd. No. 966 was affi- 
liated to Hind Mazdoor Sabha and again Colliery 
Mazdoor Congress, Regd. No. 965 was affiliated to 
Congress (R). He submitted that his statement 
would be amply supported by the records of this 
tribunal and requested the tribunal to look into its 
records of other cases. The tribunal at once directed 
the office to produce off hand any records of pending 
reference and the office placed the record of a pend- 
ing reference being No. 110 of. 1971 for examination 
in the present reference. The record of Ref. No. 110 
of 1971 was inspected when produced before the Tri- 
bunal from the office by Mr. Mukherjee and Sri 
Vinay Kumar, Mr. Mukherjee submitted that for 
each union there would be only one registration 
number and one registration certificate bearing that 
number, and that if three unions bore the same name 
and registration number, law would consider that 
none of the unions had been duly registered under 
the Trade Union Act of 1926. He drew my attention 
to Section 5 of the Trade Union Act. Section 5 speaks 
of application for registration of a trade union and 
other details as appearing therein. Section 8 
speaks of registration of a trade union on the basis 
of its application. As soon as a union is registered 
under Section 8, it bears a registration number and 
gets its certificate of registration under Section 9 of 
the said Act. The Bengal Trade Union Regulations, 
Regulation 4 speaks of Form B. The form B of Re- 
gulation 4 of the Bengal Trade Union Regulations, 
1927 shows that there shall be the name of the union, 
address of the Head office of the union and date of 
registration under the column SI. number. Each 
union shall, therefore, have its own serial number 
which would be its r—^tration number as in form 
B Two unions cann have the same registration 
number. Sections 5. 8 -id 9 shall have to be read 
with Bengal Trade Un - ' n Regulation 1927 and Form 
B & C Section 13 of t 1 - - Trade Union Act speaks of 
incorporation of a registered trade union and says— 
“Every registered TrsT • Union shall be a body cor- 
porate by the name und r which it is registered, and 

shall have perpetual ession and a common seal 

with power to acqui-’ id hold both moveable an 
immoveable propert- ' to contract, and shall by 
the said name sue 1 ' •’ sued “From the record of 

this tribunal the fr 1 ’ situation arises. Colliery 

Sazdoor Congress: r -.ss (R), Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress (HMP) and Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
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(HMS), all are bearing the same registration No. 965. 
If the three such unions are three distinct and differ- 
ent corporations sole and three distinct and different 
legal entities under Section 13 of the Trade Union Act, 
each three entities shall have three different Registra- 
tion numbers in view of tha provisions of Section 5 
read with Sections 8 and 9 and 13 of the Bengal Trade 
Union Act and Bengal Trade Union Regulation 4 of 
Trade Union Act. Mr. Mukherjee submitted that 
having regard to the statutory provisions under the 
Trade Union Act of 1926, particuarly Sections 5, 8 
and 9 and 13 and the Bengal Regulations, neither of 
the three Colliery Mazdoor Congress bearing the 
same registration number could be accepted as valid- 
ly registered under the Trade Union Act. He suh- 
mitted that Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 says that a workman who is a party 
to a dispute shall be entitled to be represented m 
any proceeding under the Act by an officer of a Re- 
gistered Trade Union of which the workman is a 
member. Colliery Mazdoor Congress, as Mr. Mukher- 
jee submitted, bearing the registration No. %5 can- 
not have three different and distinct corporate bodies 
and cannot be registered as three different corporate 
entities, such as the Colliery Mazdoor Congress Con- 
gress (R), Colliery Mazdoor Congress HMP) ana 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS) bearing the re 

gist ration number 965 Accordingly he submitted 

that neither of the three unions could be lawiuuy 
considered as had been duly registered under Section 

STSSrrS. Uoio, .Act, 1«6 and in that .vent the 

Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMP) bearing 1 
gish-ation No. 965 would not within the scope of Sec 
tinn 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read 

Si otlhfworkmenritTer the written statement 

or to represent the workmen in this dispute. Mr. 
Vinay Kumar submitted that the argument of Mr. 
Mukherjee was beside the point. The management 
contended that Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Inch) was 
not the same iuridical entity as Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress (HMP) while Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
find ) contended that it was the same entity as the 
Co!Hery C °Mazdoor Congress (HMP). B»t as have 
already observed, Sri Vinay Kumar created his own 
difficulty while illustrating that Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress (HMS) and Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
(HMP) though being two different corporate entities, 
passed by the same name although the one was affi- 
liated to Hind Mazdoor Sabha and the other to Hind 
Mazdoor Panchayat. In counteracting this argumen 
illustrating the two different corporate entities ot 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress, Mr. Mukherjee pointed 
out that bearing the same name Coiliery Mazdoor 
Congress and the same registration No. 965 they wer- 
apparenty three unions, and that the referenc 
against the name of the union of it having 
affiliated to a federation of unions as that as H.M.P. 
or H M.S. or Congress (R) could not alter the nam 
of the union itself nor its registered number M 
Mukherjee drew my attention to Section .7 °| £ 
Trade Union Act, Sub-section (2) of that becuon 
reads as follows: 

“If the name under which a. Tradc Union is pro- 
Dosed to be registered is identical with tha 
by which any other existing Trade Union has 
been registered or, in the opinion of the Re- 
gistrar so nearly resembles such name as to 
SuSly to deceive the public » 
w, either Trade Union, the Kegisirai 

shall require the persons 

reg\s?er the Uffion until such alteration has 

been made.” 


He drew my attention to Section 5 of the Trade 
Union Act, 1926. Section 5, sub-section (J) clause 
(b) says that every application for registration of a 
trade union shall be made to the Registrar and shall 
be accompanied by copy of the rules of the trade. 
Union and a statement of the following particulars, 
namely: 

(a) the names, occupations and addresses of the 
mpmhpr(( making the appication: 


(b) the name of the Trade Union and the add- 
ress of its head office; and 

(c) the titles, names, ages, addresses and occu- 
pation of the office-bearers of the Trade 
Union. 


The three trade unions Colliery Mazdoor Congress, 
bear the same registration number 965, but with the 
different address of the respective Head offices, such, 
as: Colliery Mazdoor Congress, Congress (R), is of 
Ushagram, Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind Mazdoor 
Panchayat), is of Garai Mansion, G.T. Read, Asansoi, 
and Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS), is of Mohd. 
Hossain Street, Bengal Hotel, P.O. Asansoi, Dist. Burd- 
wan. The name of the union, be it affiliated to 
Congress (R), or H.M.S. or H.M.P. is Colliery Maz- 
door Congress and the registration number of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress is one i.e. 965 Section 5 
of the Trade Union Act does not say that the trade 
union would bear a name with its affiliation to a 
Federation of Union Section 2 clause (h) of Ibe 
Trade Union Act defines Trade Union which means 
any combination whether temporary or permanent 
formed primarily for the purpose of regulating the 
relations between workmen and employers or bet- 
ween workmen and workmen, or between employers 
and employers, or for imposing restrictive conditions 
on the conduct of any trade or business, and includes 
any federation of two or more Trade Unions Now, 
Federation of two or more trade unions is a Trade 
Union and that Federation, if to be registered, shall 
have to apply under Section 5 of the Trade Union 
Act, and that a Federation of unions shall bear a 
name which is the name of the Trade Union as con- 
templated by Section 5(b) of the Trade Union Act. 
Such a Federation of Trade Union, if it. complies with 
the provisions of Sections 5. 6 and 7 of the Act, may 
be registered under Section 8 of the Trade Union Ad, 
1926. Whether a trade union is affiliated to X Fede- 
ration or Y Federation is of no legal importance. The 
question is what is the name fo the trade union, but 
not what is the affiliation of a trade union to a Fede- 
ration of Trade Unions. Any Federation of trade 
unions is a Trade Union, and that has got to be re- 
gistered bearing the name of the union if it is a 
Federation of any two or more unions. The abbre- 
viation Congress (R). H.M.S. or H.M.P. against the 
name of the union Colliery Mazdoor Congress do not 
change the name of such union having such affilia- 
tive indications. Therefore, in view of Section 5 


lause (b) read with sub-section (2) of Section 7 
f the Trade Union Act, 1926. the three trade unions 
•earing the same name Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
nd same registration number 965 have been re- 
istered as such, no matter to which of ,t!ie I edera- 
ions each of such trade unions bearing the name Coi- 
ierv Mazdoor Congress with registered No. 965 has 
,epn affiliated. Sri Vinav Kumar submitted that 
{filiation and the address of the three trade unions, 
lollierv Mazdoor Congress, Congress (R), Colliery 
/Tazdoor Congress (HMS) and Colliery Mazdoor 
longress (HMP) indicated three different corporate 
■ntities and three different registered trade unions 
>ut his submission is against, the law. Every Irade 
mion must bear its own registration number and no 
wo trade unions can bear the same registration num- 
ler within a State or even within India, depending 
jn -^he jurisdiction of the Registrar who is to register 
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a particular trade union situated within the area 
over which such Registrar of trade uninos is to exer- 
cise its jurisdiction. I 11 the present ease, we find the 
existence of apparently three trade unions bearing 
the same name and the same registration number 
situated within the jurisdiction of the Registrar of 
Trade Unions, West Bengal, irrespective of the question 
of affiliation of such trade unions to a particular 
Federation of Trade Unions. In the circumstances tints 
revealed in this proceeding. I cannot hold that the 
trade union bearing the name Colliery Mazrloor Con- 
gress said to be affiliated to Hind Mazdoor Panrhayat 
bearing registration No. 9t>5 is a duly registered trade 
union having its corporate existence under Section 1,3 of 
the Trade Union Act. Therefore, the Colliery Mnzdoor 
Congress, bearing the Registration No. 9 (35 with the ad- 
dress Garai Mansion, G.T. Road, Asansol, Eurdwan that 
purported to have had espoused the cause of the 
workmen and claims to represent the workmen in 
this proceeding is not a duly registered Trade Union 
and as such it cannot represent the workmen in this 
proceeding. 

8. In view of my findings on the points formulated 
above, this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain 
and adjudicate upon the reference which does not 
cover an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of 
the Industrial Dispute’s Act, 1947 and as such, the 
reference is rejected. 

This is my award. 

Dated , 18th July, 1972. 

IS 3.) S. N. Ragchi, 

Presiatng Officer. 

[No. 1/1 9012/50/71 -LRII.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 4th April 1972 

S.O. 2224.— -Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Chinakuri 
1/2 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal Company 
Limited, Post Office Dishcrgarh, District Burdw.an, 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (T) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 f 14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act, 

SCFTEDUr.E 

“Whether the action of the management of China- 
kuri 1/2 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal 
Company Limited, in dismissing Shri Knileswar 
Koiri, Sand Plusher, by management’s letter 
dated the 12th October, 1971, is justified? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled?" 

[No, F. L/l 9012 tl) /72-LRII.] 

(>sut far ftspiT*' ffarm) 
wfar 

fa ffafa, 4 fafa 1 972 

TRo WTo 2224 - — TcT: TUTT 7- fa RT £fa 

zfal R faffapp: ffafa % «|fa if RfPf 


faTTfaNT^qfafaffaTfa fafiTffa 1/2 ffaff fafafaV, 
ffayRT, fan faTPT =5 SPUR R ffPR*? ffafapf tffa 
Td% 77TTTN % fad if fafaffa fan? ffaTETT | I 

fa 7 tt; fafar art it ttt fan? fa fqrfafaifiT 

T fan; ffafaf TUTT fa afar nmfa | ; 

far, STcr, fafafap ffarre RfaffiTT, 194 7 (l947 
TT 14) fa RFT 10 fa TTRPT (l) % grT (fa gTIT 
TUT fafafa Tf fafa nfa |rT %rfair ITUFrT nj^jirr 
ffaRT fa TTT Rftrfdfar fa RUT 7-^f % RRln fafa 
tfafa tufr fafaffa RfanuT, Tcm rt fa nrTffafa r 
% fan fafaf TTTt I I 

"pit Rffa RfiTT fan faTfa faffafa fa fafiTjfa 

1/2 flTR fafainfa % SPFR TUT fa fa faTfaTT faqfa, 
fa TTWTT fa, TT'R fan % mffa 1 2 RTTTT 197 ^ %■ 
fad TW gTTr qRfaT fafa fa TTTTlfa ^RTfaffa & ? fa 
Tfafa fafl- nfafa TT fari R I ? 

[fa ITRo- 1 9012(l)/72 trtTo!ITTo-2] 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 1972 

S.O. 2235. — In the Order of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabili- 
tation (Department of Labour and Employment) S.O. 
No. 1164 dated the 19th February, 1971, published on 
page 1445 of the Gazette of India, Part II Section 3 
Sub-section (ii) dated the 20th March, 1971, for “Load- 
ing Supervisor’’ appearing In the forth line of the 
Schedule read "Assistant Loading Clerk.” 

[No. 8/50/70-LRII.] 
[KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

5tf$ fa 

fa fa-fa, 27 fact? 197 2 

Rfa wt - 2225 . — rtut % tupui % npt 2 , 

3, SfaiU (ll) fcfafi 20 ufa 1971 % 1445 5lfa 

1446 fa Wfaffa, NT faTfifa fat 0TTTT (NR 

SfkTDfTF fafiFl) TT° RTc fair 1184 faffa 19 
TTqfa. 1971 T RUT ffITTf ^ fa Rd/ifa fa 

fadfa far fafa TfTTTT Sr TTTffTT “faffar ^UdlSrlT 1 ’ 

9T eftffa fafiTt'' fa I 

[fa fi/5 0/70-ITtTo RITo-2] 

ffa, NTK fafa | 
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(«dt wlr tVjittt fcmm) 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 
New Delhi, the 6th May 1972 

S.O. 2226. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration ol 
Evacuee Property Act, 1950 (.XXXI of 1950), the 
Central Government hereby appoints for the Side of 
Punjab, the Superintendent (Gazetted) in the Rehabi- 
litation Department of the State Government of 
Punjab as Assistant Custodian of Evacuee Property for 
the purpose of discharging the duties imposed on such 
Custodian by or under the said Act with immediate 
effect. 

[No. l(33)/Spl.Cell/CSC/71.] 
D. N. ASIJA, Under Secy. 

(%R faTTff ) 

fUR WPUfR BUT TTRfRT 

dt fewfr, 6 Iff, 1972 

fffo tfTo 222 6. — PFTfU TT WEFT RfafdTE 

1950( 1950TT 3l) T?T TTT1 6 # TWTT ( l) gTTTTTR 
vitdflTl TT STRlR TTR ijE t fi r sVl RTTTT SRI TTTR 
TUT % Jtprfff faRTR T (TTdTfRR) WA TTTT 

TUT % fim; cETTUl STRTT R R^PPE TfffT^P RFTfR 

f7UTTT'fcT RfsrfdTR % sTTTl TT TR% RRETR RR RfRURET 
Tfl Rfi! IDT Effftrf rpr RTTlfel ERT T r| 7T R fRJTR 
Breft 1 1 

[rwt i (3 3)/fr?urtT/ffo to ?ro In] 

ilo TRo RRtTr, RTT Rf'RT I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

liVeto Delhi, the 29 1 h July 1972 

8,0. 2227.— -The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1970 which the Central Govern- 
ment proposes to make in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 
1948), is published as required by the said sub-section 
for the information of all persons likely to be affected 
thereby; and notice Is hereby given that the said draft 
will be taken into consideration on or after the 15th 
September. 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Calcutta Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Empolyment) Amendment 
Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment Scheme 1970, in item (j). of sub-clause (1) of 
clause 10, for the words “rupees six hundred”, the 
following words shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘‘rupees eight hundred”. 

[No. S. 68018/l/71-F&D(i).] 


dffeepft, 1972 

TT° TTo 22 2 7. — ReTTETl 3TE diRTTT (f'TTUU’ TT 
frfawi) REIT 197 0 ii WlT RE? RRtRT TTT % fspr 
PEET TT fTcfifEfTT TE?T %^>1 RTTTT TEE TTTTT 
(fTRlTT TT fTfTTRT) RfrfdTR 1948 (l948TT 9) 
“fit RTTT 4 Tf RTRTTT ( 1 ) 3RT T5R TlfaRTT TT TRET T^Rl 
fir TTEf T?r STUTTER TTETT RTR RWR gTR R«T1 RTfffTR 
RT\TT7T RRTTR: STRlfTR tflT TT% srfTRTt T?t TTfiTfift 
% fRE TTTftlR f%TT RTR1 t^iTTSTTr ft 
| f% RTR 50^1 TT 1 5 flEETT, 197 2 TT TT % RETEj; 
fTTTT FeTT TTTffl; 

RTR REFT %■ TIT E ^R REIT fafTfRCE RT0r<ir R 'jR 

PERI R? STfad R jfr 5?RT TT RT^R RET ^‘TT Rd TT 

RTTTT TTTT1 FUET FfTE TTTTT I 

■» 


1 R| TEtR TTRERT HITT TTT'PTT (pEflTT TT fdfd- 
TTT) R 71 TRT TRFe 19 72 T^T RR R%dt l| 

2 RTTErE RTE TiTTTT ( fRUNT TT ) FETT 

1970 T 5 TT 10 BP (l) R iR (t) T 

“Uf Rt ^TT” 7 R 5 T sp ?TTT TT fTTTfRfsffT 
TfTTTTfTT fTTT RirfT, Rq-fq; : — "m5 Rt ERR” 

[ro rrJjo — t> 8018 /l /71 Tl^ tr?i:^o(?TrfO] 


S.O. 2228 . — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Calcutta Chipping and Pointing Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1970 which the 
Central Government proposes to make in exercise of 
the powers conferred uy sub-section (i) of section 4 of 
the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 
)94!i (9 of 194H), is published as required by the said 
sub-section for the information of all persons likely to 
be affected thereby; and notice is hereby given that the 
said draft will tie taken into consideration on or after 
the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government- 

Draft Scheme 

]. This Scheme may be called the Calcutta Chipping 
and Painting Workers (Regulation of Employment) Ame- 
ndment Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Calcutta Chipping and Pointing Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1970 in item (j) 
of sub-clause (1) of clause 10, for the words “rupees six 
hundred” the following words shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

"rupees eight hundred”. 

[No. S. 68018/ l/7l-P&D(il).] 
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FTo 2 2 28- — FTFFT eYfF fTt TFTTFF 

(faq'TTT FT fFfdFFF) FrdF 197 0 F wYt 5TTF FWTRF 
ftf % tfTf ft f T^TfTPrr frf, frF ffttf trfr 

TTF FFFR (YttYt-T FT fYfFFFF) HfafFFF, 1948 
( 1948 FT 9) Ft FRT 4 fY TFFRT ( l) FRT FFH 
"FT FFYf FFT frr HlRTF ;fY TRFTFFT FTrfT 
TFT T9 TFT FFRT FFTFFiFTF nRFFFRT FFRFF: FFT- 
fFT ?YY TFT =TFfTFT FT TTFFRl F fvTrr FFlfFT fFFT 
FTTT %) STtT <T ; T3TTr v T JJFFT ft FRY ^ fF TFT FTFF 
FT 15fFTRT, 1972 FT FT F FFFRT fFFR fFFT 
FThFT j 

TFT FF?T F FiY F ^F TFTT FRET T 

TffY ft sFfacr f Ft fntf ft sm ftf irk tf ft 
F-Tk *RFR TFRT fdFR fFFT FTOFT I 

STIFF TFHr 

1 tfTf FTFHT eYtf sfk ttrYff fffr (fkft- 

TF FT f'FfFFFF) FFTtTF TfTF, 197 2 F^T FT F%fY I 

2 FTFdT dTtF FIT TFRTFF ( Pkm FT kfFFFF ) 

^fTf 1970 if Ft i o F ttot ( i) fT ft (f) 
if fT wf' Fkf F TFR FT fFTFfFf'IF JJNF 
FfFTFTfTF fF'* FORI', TTF^cf, ■' — 

“?TT5 fT RTF” 

[F° t*F-68 018( l)/7 l-'fto tJFT lifk (jj)] 

S.O. 2229, — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Calcutta Dock Clerical and Supervisory 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1070 
which the Central Government proposes to make in exer- 
cise ot the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Act. 1948 (9 of 1948), is published as required by the 
said sub-section for the information of all persons likely 
to be affected hereby; and notice is hereby given that 
the said draft will be taken into consideration on or 
after the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be. received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Calcutta Dock 
Clerical and Supervisory Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Amendment Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Culcutta Dock Clerical and Supervisory 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme 1970, in 
item (h) of sub-clause (1; of clause 0, for the words 
“rupees six hundred”, the following words shall be 
substituted, namely; — 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

LNo, S, 68018/ J/71-P&D(iii),] 

FTo !RTo 2229. — FTFTIT TTF fFfTFk fTt 
F fkjTF FFFR (fFFTFF FT fdtdWr) TfTf, 1970 F 
FtTt THF FFTHF FTF F RTF TfTf FT fFAFfTfad STR'F, 
ftm %kk trfr ttf fffr (fFrUrr ft WFurt) 


STfafaFF, 1948 ( 1 948 FT 9) FT FRT (4) Ft 
T'TETRT ( 1) F.FRT FFTT FfFFTT FT FfYf FRf <RT 
TFTF Fl THFTFFT FRclY TFT TF-RRT FFRT 
F«TT5kf$TF F^FFRT FFT^FF: FFTfFF FIR 4lF ^FfTckf 
FT FTFFrY F fvTF TTFTfFT FFdT TTTTT % Wk FrRa(dTTT 
s^FTT FT FTYT % fF TFT FPRr >R 1 5 FtcTRR, ] 972 Ft 
4T F 'TFTTF fFFR fFFT FTTRIT ; 

TFnTTF'TFFRR^F TTFR kfdkRdRl^' ^ 
fFdT FT SFfFT R FT TJSTTF FT FTSk FT c d ?Rl TT TT 
Fkld TTTFTT ^FRT fdFR fFFT FTT(FT I 

TTT^T TFk 


1 Ff ?fYf fhftTT ?tf farf'TFTF FTt rfF^tf fffr 

(fFFYFF FT kfFFFT) FFTFF fFTF, 19 72 FfY 
FT fFfT I 

2 FTFHT TTF MYFTf FTt 9FFWF f4fR (fFFY- 
FF FT fFfdFFF) FtYf, 197 0 F, IT 9 F TWT 
( 1 ) FY FF (t) F fT RTF” FFfY F TFTF FT 
fFCFfHkrcT H5F FfdTFTfFF f dR R[n Y, FFR: — 

“?TR FT FFtr 1 ' 

[k ttF-68018( l)/7l-FYo fTo ([[[)] 

S.O. 2230.— The following draft of a Scheme further 
a to amend the Bombay Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1956 which the Central Govern- 
ment proposes to make in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section ( 1 ) of section 4 of the Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 
1948), in published as required by Ibe said sub-section 
lor the information of all persons likely to be affected 
thereby; and notice is hereby given that the said draft 
will be taken into consideration on or after the 15th 
September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Bombay Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment 
Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Bombay Dock Worker^ (Regulation of Em- 
ployment Scheme, 1956 in clause 9, in sub-clause (1) In 
item (j) — 

(a) in sub-item (i) for the letters and figures 
"Rs. 600” the words ""“rupees eight hundred” 
shall be substituted; 

(b) in sub-item (ii), for the letters and figures 
“Rs. 600” the words “rupees eight hundred” 
shull be substituted. 

[No. S. 68018/l/71-P&D(iv).j 
FTo SIR 2230. — t^^TTFFFFR (fdFTTF FT 
fFfdFFF) *fYf, 195 6 F fYt 5TTF FFTRF Fk F fFo 
TFTf FT fFRfHf%F FTFR, fFY FkFr FTFR 3TF 
FFFR (fdFtFFFTfFfFFFF) FftrfdFF, 1948 ( 1948 
FT 9) Fl RTR 4 FT TFRRT ( 1 ) ^FRT FFH HfadFT 
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R TTET qrfa «RTT qft TF-RFR TFdT % RR 
R'THTU STR RlfaTfad TTSPT BfaTsqd: STRlfad tfa 
sqfRifT ^ RdR-fl % faf'T SFFrfacT fadT RTdT % ; 

% fa tr spr t 7 " 1 5 f rr t , 

1972 qft m % TRTd fadF faRT RFUU ; 

rr sttut % wr? ii sr 5PFF fafaffas dfafa % 
fajfr *ft sqfR r art ^suq ft rnetT mm R ft 
% nfpT fRUF 5ITT faRF fRTT sm^TT I 


srm fata 


1. R_fata ^EfT qpqp- (faffaFTR fafaPET) 
rt>jt fata, 1972 q;fr m err 1 

2 . Tpq£ ^tff rtfr (faqiR r fafaiR) fata, 

1 9 5 6 it, 9 % 1 ( 1 ) q?r TK (5T) it — 

(t) bt-r (i) ir "boo Eta” ?fa sif urfai 
% rie it "qp *rt urn” er ufaFrifta 

f^rrr o) | fa ; 

(«r) ?m (ii) ir "ooo qo” sfar srta ?rfar % 
5f*tt yr tt “ms rfl xm," sue tafa«nfad fatr 
Tnqq 1 

[fa tT^To_G 80 1 8 / 1 / 7 l-'rYo VpZo f(o ( jV ) ] 

SO. 2231. — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Bombay Chipping and Painting Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1909 which the 
Central Government proposes to make in exercise of the 
powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 
of 1948), Is published as required by the said sub- 
section for the information of all persons likely to be 
affected thereby; and notice is hereby given that the 
said draft will be taken into consideration on or after 
the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Bombay Chippim 
and Painting Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Amendment Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Bombay Chipping and Painting Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1969, in sub-items 
(i) and (ii) of item (j) of sub-clause (1) of clause 9, for 
the words "rupees six hundred” the following words 
shall be substituted, numel.v: — 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

[No. S. 68018/l/71-P&D(v).] 

<FT0S(T°1231. — *ST5rf Wfar tffr fatfaT ' ■fr t fa n <. 
(faffar m faqwr) fata, i 969 ii qfa we urqftsnr 
'pur % ffa; fata, et fawfafad st^t, fan tof 

favTwfaF ! (fartwr w fqfwr) srfsrfaqn, 1948 

( 1948 W 9 ) # HKT 4 ^ BTSTFI ( 1 ) 3 FT 5 tavT 

’fifafar wwita mm §tt spun ^ tftfftt Rvfi f , 


: 3 R BEEFT STU qWWrfflcT faTFT faTFFT: WTTffar 
far far taffart nfa wtafa % fa Ewfa far 
err t ; fa fa^Fi ewr ti fat | fa ew 
EFF TV fa furor, 1972 fa nr % WTi[ ffaF 

fan etrw ; 

er wtafa fa r?e ewe faffafa enffnit ■fa 
fatft nt Birfar it nr nr nan trm #r nr tt %fatn 
Rnru sin fanT fan nfan i 

1. q^fatnnnf ffarTnktqrtqdTifaK (fattnn 

nr fafamn) nnran fain, 1972 nft nr 1 

2. nnf fann nV teter ritr (ffarfan nr 
fawn) fan, i 9 B 9 it, 9% npsfa (1) 
nt tn (sr) it “ws n fr" % wr n; 
fanfafan nn nfnnfar faq; nrrnr, nnfa: — 

“ms nt fte" 

[no nwr—e so 1 8/1/7 l—nt itu? ^t(v)] 

S.O. 2232.. — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Madras Dock. Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Scheme, 1956 “which the Central Government 
proposes to make in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) ot section 4 of the Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), is 
published as required by the said sub-section for the 
information of all persons likely to be affected thereby; 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be 
taken into consideration on or after the 15th September, 
1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect t 0 the said draft before 
the dates so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Madras Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment 
Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Madras Dock Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Scheme 1956, in item (j) of 'sub-clause (1) of 
clause 9, for the words “rupees six hundred” the follow- 
ing words shall be substituted, namely:— 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

[NO. S. 68018/ l/71-P&D(vl).] 

*TU?n 0 22 3 2. — TTSFT ITTTnfaTTlfafiiPTqTfafal- 
FH) fafa, 1956 Jrsffa ?(iq Rsfm qpfa %fahfafa TT 
farqfafacl STPs-tT, faE qfa fa R7TTF TITT qufaF 

(farm qrr fafaiR) fatifapT, 1948 ( 1948 tt 9 ) 

STIF 4 B9STRT (j) IFT 5Fy( wfafaf R 
qqfa TEE JE RTd JR«nRT R-cft %, w 
FrerRT gTTT qqiifaFwd EqaiF Evn^ur: trdrfad 
^ 1 %,, qfa ^ 5rRq;Rr % faE srqnfaR fw 

sndT | ; stfiw FR^iTr gyRT i\ Rfar | fa qr 

15ffanRT, 1972q^qT%qTRT^faqRfa9T^ntElT; 

falfr 

JITT faRTT faqT qfKETT I 
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1. *To UFfR RsTTR TTT qnf: RTF (Pw'Md TT falWTR) 
RWYsPTFFH 1972TflRTR%TfI I 

2- R5TR '?TT t4tFF (fRRTTR TT fq-fRRRR) Uf4r 
19564,^ ( l) q4RT (5f) it "EiFTRt 

URT " % UTFT IT pTRftrfer UTSR SrfRUnfqR 

^rnrjf, : — 

" RT3 4Y WIT " 

[Tf° ITfr-68 0 1 s/ 1/7 1 — >fVo (vi) J 

S.O. 2233, — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Emp- 
loyment) Scheme, 1959 which the Central Government 
proposes to make in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), is published 
as required by the said sub-section for the information 
of ah, persons likely to' be affected thereby; and notice is 
hereby given that the said draft will be taken into consi- 
deration on. or after the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Cochin Dock Wor- 
kers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment Scheme, 
1972. 

2. In the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Emp- 
loyment) Scheme, 1959, in item (j) of sub-clause (1) of 
clause 9, for the words “rupees six hundred” the follow- 
ing words shall be substituted, namely: — 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

[No. S. 68018/ l/71-P&D(vii).] 

«FIo 223 3.— TY4YT RTT WFTC (f44DFT TT 

fafaWf) UfSH 1959^^^^?^^%^^^ 

TTFURpTiUd N'TTR, f44 TUfa RFTTF TTT TRTTF (f44lTT 

tt faftwr) Rf4f4qR, 1 948 ( 1 948 tt 9 ) tY situ 4 
■Ft '3 T Ttrm ( I ) 41 U tT fw4f TT Ti bi gR RRT4 

4Y sruriTdi tfrY | rtt toki gru R«rnrY%R cresnr 
rrrrr: snrrfqR ^Y4 ?i% tY rtettYY % frrr 
H+lPoa pRT UTcITt; tdq&l FT TJRRT RTcft ^ % 
RTR srm TF 15 fRrPUT, 1972 T[qT^ q-iHRj; fTTTF 
fd>9 1 T I o Ri ; 

RRR JRUT % 3fl4 4 ^R RTIF RTFYu % 
f-Ftfr vfr arfw % 47 ijrtt tt rptt rfr fr4 rr tf tuYr 

RFTK StFT tWF f%RT RTqUT I 

?4Yr 

1. R{F f#q- tHTT RTT TRTTF ( fTRtUR TT frfTRRR ) 
RRfRE FTTR, 1972TfYRTR%4Y I 

2. tNYr to »4-fk ( furled tt fafawr) t4Yr, 

19594, m 9% TT?? (l) TY 4T (t) 


“Kg rY UTr" ip4f % FRR 9T fURfafUR RSR 
TfdTTTrq'T PPY TRUT, Aferfd : — 

"trrs rY w?” 

[4° o — 68018/1/7 1— qt o iriTTlo ( Vii ) ] 

S.O. 2234. — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Visakhapatnam Dock Workers (Regulation 
of Employment) Scheme, 1959 which the Central Govern- 
ment proposes to make in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Dock Work- 
ers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), is 
published as required by the said sub-section for the 
information of all persons likely to be affected thereby; 
and notice is hereby given that tire said draft will be 
taken into consideration on or after the 15th September, 
1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Visakhapatnam 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment 
Scheme. 1972. 

2. In the Visakhapatnam Dock Workers (Regulation 
of Employment) Scheme, 1959, in item (j) of sub-clause 
( I ) of clause 9. for the words “rupees six hundred” the 
following words, shall be substituted, namely: — 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

[No, S. 68018/ l/71-P&D(vhi).] 

WTU-m o 2234- — fTJTTUFTRRR TIT TRTTFi (frqYRR 

qrrfqfduur) ftYr, 1 959 4 4Yf rtr rttYrr tf4 % 

farr FT'rRTrfRFtfTr'arTRlUq', f44 #v5Yr RFTTF 3T4T 
t4tFF ( fRRTR'T TT fafRRRR ) RfafRiTR, 1 948 ( 1948 
TT 9) 4Y Tirr 4 tY RTSrru ( 1 ) gTFT RTcT RfacTRf =FT 
TUT TFT |T RTTT TT TUTIW TUfr % TfT TTRRT 
ifrU RTfRirTT TTiT/r RRUTT: TdlfTT UT 
TTR 5TfTR4f Tl TTRTr'FY ^ fiTrr q-qrifUR fT4T RrRr 
4 ; 5rtF RTU ITU RRTT RTRl | fT TTcT TTUq" TF 1 5 
fRcPUF. 19 72T[RrTT?Trcr fTTTF fTTT TT^Ti; 

t-ut TruT t rr; 4 ?r ttit fq-pTr^e Trfru 4 tt 
fTRt 4r 5 TpfT R T1 RRrT TT RI RT TFT UT ROT r fT %RftR 
RFTTF gT-Fr iWF fTTf TTRTT I 

t. RfFTTR fTRrTTTFTR RrT T4TIT (f-TTTTT 
Ti frpTTRR ) RTtRR FTtR, 1972 ^IT 

RTTl I 

2. fTTTrUFTFTR RrT TRTFF ( fTFft TR TT WriIRR) 
Fq4<T, 195 9 4 U4 9 % RW? (l) # 

5rt(r) 4 “s4RtFq-R’ J 7rs4f % frt-t q'F farR- 

fRpRR RpTFR-rPTR srrtr^ ; — 
“ure 4t frit" 

[r^ iTR- 68 oi8/i/7i-qY^4)- ( viii)] 



Sec. 3(H)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST J 2. 1972/SRAVANA 21, 1894 


3177 


S.O. 2235. — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1965 which the Central Govern- 
ment proposes to make in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act. 1948 (9 of 1948), is 
published as required by the said sub-section for the 
Information of all persons likely to be affected thereby: 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be 
taken into consideration on or after the 15th September, 
1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Mormugao Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment Sche- 
me, 1972. 

2. In the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 19G5. in sub items (i) and (li) of 
item (j) of sub-clause (1) of clause 10 for the words 
“rupees six hundred” the following words shall be sub- 
stituted, namely: — 

“rupees eight hundred," 

[No. S. 68018/l/71-r&D(ix).] 

*ToW° 2235. — TOTJTOTR TIT TOTTTO (FRTOFTOT TO 
FrFrTOTOr) TlTO, 1965 TO TOFT TORT TOTOm RTR% fair 
'HtTlh TIT Fl ■M P.1 pRR TOTTOTO) F-4R %TOfTOr TOTTT T T toFtT 
( fTOTOFTOT TO FrFtTOTOR ) TO TOFTOfRRTO, 1 948 ( 1948TO 9 ) 
aft TORT 4 # TOTOSTITT ( 1 ) RRT TORTR mfRRTOf TO TOrFto 
TOTR Jtr RRT% TOF TOTOTTORT TOrF %, TO TOTOTOPT RFT 

totottoFF4TR tor^tott ptto: tototFrr sttr rt<r sq-faRror 

4ft TORTOTF % Fru sriftlR FTOTT TORT TV TTRR- 

rttt grorr it torF t Fetor toptoto is Ftototo 
1 972 rF TO % TOTRTR FrTOTT FTOTT TOTRTJ 

TOR TORTO % R1T F ST 5TTT 7 ' FtFrIw RtFr ^ qR 
fTOft'tftTOfTRJr Tt TOTOTR TO TOTTOTO TOTOR TOT TR TOT TORTOt 
TOR RPT FrRIT FTOTT TOTTfR | 

RTRTO TtTO 

1 . er ttFto totetotr tit totp ( Frrttot to 
FrFpTTOTO) TOTOTOR tFe, 197 2 RRf TO TOTOft | 

2. TOTTOTOTR TT TTOTOT (FteFtR TO FrFrETOr'1 

1 96 5 Jr, 1RT 10% TOTrT(l)#TOR (w) TO 
“TOT TO! wF’ TORT % TOTR TO FttoFtPrR WTO 
TOFRTOlfTOR fTOr RTtJr, TORTr : 

"ms TO RRfT " 

[TO o RR— 6 8 0 i 8/ l/‘ 7 2 -tFcTOT fj-Q [ ; X J 

S.O. 2236. — -The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Kandla Dock Workers i.Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1969 which the Central Govern- 
ment proposes to make in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), is 
published as required by the said sub-section for tile 
information of all persons likely to be affected thereby; 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be 
taken into consideration on or after the 15th September, 
1072, 


Any objections or suggestion which may be received 
from any person With respect to the said draft before 
the dale so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Central Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1- This Scheme may be called the Kandla Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amendment 
Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Kandla Dock' Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Scheme, 1969 in sub-items (i) and (ii) of item 
(j) of sub-clause (1) of clause 10, for the words “rupees 
six hundred" the following words shall be substituted, 

namely: — 

“rupees eight hundred”. 

[No. S. 68018/l/71-P&D(x).] 

TOoTOTp 2236- — TOTTO TOT TOT TOT (FTOTOFTOT 

TO fRfRRTOl) TlTO, 19 69 TO TOFT TOR TOTOTOT TOUT % 

fatr jq^TO qq fqrqfTOFER qfqxr, fq% %tjFTO TOT T TT 

TOT TOT (FrTOFrR TO FrFtTOTOR) toFetFrETO, 1948 (l948 

to 9 ) toF toto 4 toF twitt( i ) sror sttot nrfrorf to toeFe 

TTOf f 7 EEtF tF TOTETTOTOT ETtF TOE TOTOITT TOTT TORT' 
toFFtE EJRITT RTOTOR: STlFFE efFF Rl% TOFFEE! # RTR- 

tott % fror rtoFtor Fret tort I toFt urtrirt rtort ft 
toTOF F Ft toe tott tot i 5 froro, 1972 rF tot % 
RTE FrRIT iTTOT TOTOTOT ; 

TOE TOTRT % RTF R TOT RTOT fRfdfRT RRFR ^ JR 
TuFTTflT '4Y TOfRR ^ 3ft RTOTR RT «TT#T TOTTT ffff TOT TT $TOtR 
TOTOT RFT fWT FtoTT TO 7 TOT | 

rt^t Tfitro 

1- TOT TTOftTOT TOTTO TTRi TOfTOT(fRTOtTOT TO f^RTORR) 
TOTOtSPT TtTO, 1972 TOfT TO I 

2. TOTTOT TT TTRTOT (FRTOtRR TO froFTTORR) TtTO, 

1 9 6 9 if, RTT 1 0 % TOFRT ( 1 ) tF TOR (<T ) A TtF URr” 

wii t tort tot FrtoFtFrr tr rFrtotFtor fro; tojr 

TOR it : — 

"-TOTR TOF TTOj” 

[TOo 7TO-6801/8/l/71-TOFotTER ^o(x)] 

S.O. 2237. — The following draft of Scheme further to 
amend the Visakhapatnam Unregistered Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1968 which the 
Central Government proposes to make In exercise of the 
powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 
(9 of 1948), is published as required by the said sub- 
section for the information of all persons likely to be 
affected thereby; and notice is hereby given that the 
said draft will be taken into consideration on or after 
the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect t 0 the said draft before 
the date so specified will be taken into consideration by 
the Centra] Government. 

Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Visakhapatnam Un- 
registered Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Amendment Scheme, 1972. 

2. Tn the Visakhapatnam Unregistered Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1968, in item (h) 
of sub-clause (1) of clause 9, for the words “rupees six 
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hundred" the following words shall be substituted, 
namely: — • 

"rupees eight hundred”. 

LNo. S. B8018/l/71-F&D(xl).] 

Wo Wo 2 23 7. — faTTPJPI^Wr ^TpU^k'd TTV tP- 

THT (PfPtTT W PrfdWf) *PfT, 19 68 P VV Wp 
PfWT TTT T Pw £pp4 TT ffmPTpTT Tim, FtP PPfT 
rfyfrpr I?]-*: TpTTT (Iff ITT TT PrffwiT) srfPPlWT, 
1948 ( 1943 T1 9) Pf Um 4 Pi TTSTPT ( l) 3m 
TTfT WTpTrPff T1 wfFr TiPf 3TJp Pr TWETT Tmff 
TFT WJT7T 5PT TTT WTpiTT T33PT P'flEWf: TTlPfT 5lf 
tin sqiwff Pf uEEFm % fun; tttPtt Purr uett 

f,\ sfVr TU^FT 1JUTT ff NETT | % BUT TTU'T IT 15 

fudFirG 1972 Pt m % 'fttt Ptttt fPqr utttt; 

BUT wm P UTT P TTF fPPrfkr TTfpT P 9;f 
pFpf Pf HirfF'T P Pt TT Tim TUT f Pf 7T TT PPk 
ruftt am fauiT Pett i 

TTFT *PpT 

1. 33 tPf*T PruirOTTTTK WppTpffTT TFT TpTF (Pt- 

pRT TT PrfdWT) PPFTT FT UT, 1972 Tpf ut 

uPPf 1 

2- fwraTT^UT TrPkfffrT 5TT TTTK (fPPUrT TT 
PrfPWT) FTfT, 19 68 P, Pt 9 % U'Fa^( l) Pf 
tt (u) P "ua ftV wt” w*pf % ftet qr PtttPtP3tt 
tut srPmufTa Pft wm, wrfi;: — 

"wr Pf wt” 

[P° 'Tff-6801 8/l/71-Pf° tm ffo xi] 

S.O. 2238. — The following draft of a Scheme further 
to amend the Kandla Unregistered Dock Workers 
[Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1968 which the 
Central Government proposes to make in exercise of the 
powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1943 (9 
of 1948), is published as required by the said sub- 
section for the information of all persons likely to be 
affected thereby; and notice ia hereby given that the 
said draft will be taken into consideration on or after 
the 15th September, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before the 
date so specified will be taken into consideration by the 
Central Government. 

Draft Scheme , 

1. This Scheme may be called the Kandla Unregister- 
ed Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Amend- 
ment Scheme, 1972. 

2. In the Kandla Unregistered Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) Scheme, 1968 in item (e) of sub- 
clause (1) of clause 7, for the words “rupees six 
hundred” the following words shall be substituted, 
namely ; — 

“rupees eight hundred". 

[No, S. 68018/l/71-r&D(xiI).] 

V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 

Wo Wo 2 23 8- — TTYPT wfiEprTT UpfT + T + K 

(FtPPet tt FtPtuit) *PPr. 1903 P Pf trrif PPirt 
tfP P Pru *pPi tt PftFtF^t sum. Put tuff 


up tPtf (Petuft *Pt faPrwi) tF^htet, 1948 
( 1 948 Tr 9 ) Pf trm 4 Pf win ( 1 ) gm tut ufwff 
Tl TTET Tpf g-T TTlP Pf 5FTTTT1 TTTT t, TTT TTtrm 
5m JTTm'TpTT TTTUT PtUTT: TurPTT f’n TT% ^PTrETf 
Tr 4MTPT % Ptit TTrPlT P-FTT UTTT I; TP; 

tP utHY £ Pf ttt htut tt 1 5 Pimm 1972 

TT T TFTTT pTUr^ pFTT UT^Tr I 

UTT 5T11TT % TTT P TTR fdf'Tfa'U FfrPf'T P gP 

PfP[ Vp- TT Pr ^4 TT WWT TTT 5‘fp TT 9 T te'tT 

mr’ 1 ttt fTUp; Pfir uTrrqr 1 

1. tt mnr tPtut wPtf^tt tit tPtu (PrPtUT tt 

fppqrpr) pprsrq- UFrT ; 19 72 TTt UT I 

2. Tinur iT^ParFjFTT TIT TpTTU (PrP[TT TT fPpRT- 
Ur) PT1R, 1968 P, P? 7 P "JTTTT ( 1 ) Tp RT (T*) 

P, 'W Pt TiTT” Tuff T WITT TT fTTTpTpTT UiT 

TpUTTpIT Pfh[ UTPf, HTfT: — 

"w 5 Pf FTn;” 

[Po Err-ssois/i/yi-ffo ijuu ffo (xii)] 

pfo pfmf'WT, titt uf-TT i 


ministry of steel and mines 

(Department of Mines) 

New Delhi, the 10 th July 1972 
S.O. 2239. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the Metal Corporation 
of India (Acquisition of Undertaking) Act, I960 (36 of 
1966). the Central Government hereby extends upto 
the 28th July, 1973, the period within which the Tri- 
bunal appointed by the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Steel and Mines (Ispat aur Khan Mantra- 
laya) (Department of Mines — Khan Vibhag) by notifi- 
cation No. S.O. 5253, dated the 29t.h November, 1971, 
shall make its report to the Central Government, 

[No, 7(l)/71-Met.II.] 
M. S, BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 

mrrr PVr wttuuet 
(j!TT PnrUT) 

Prnff, 10 ^urf, 1972 
ERO pfo 2239. — Pm TuPPuTT m iPmrr 

(BUFT TT tuft) UPafTWT, 1 966 ( 1966 TT 36) Pt 

■irm 1 1 Pf wjm ( i )gm tut ufTTPf tt tPet ttP 
fir fmPr •<mFTT, ut utPet Pt, FttP itu rnn 
im FTlf Pk WT PUTU-T (»3TT PuTET) Pf TffPg^TT 

5 2 5 3, TTfPsT 2 9 TW J „ 1971 g^m Pf^FcT 

StfsTTm !f'Tpf Prf tf kfPT W Pi 8'UJT T^TT, t[TTTm 

2i8 UUpf , 19 7 3 TTi ffFTTpOT Tmff ^ I 

[PWT 7 ( l)/7i-tTP3 II] 

^T^T UTTrTU, TTT TPuT I 
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MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 


New Delhi, the tith August, 1972 
(Marine products Industry Development Control) 


S. O. IJ 40 . — .. In exorcise of the powers conferred by section 4 ofthsMirino Products ExportD,;velopm;nt Authority Ac t, 
1972 (13 of 1972), the Central Government hereby establishes for the purposes of the 3aid Act, an Authority to be called theMarine 
Products Export Development A ithority with effect from 16th A tgust 1972 withHea Iqaarters at Cochin (KeralaState), consisting 
of the following persons, namely : — 

1 , Shti Mohmm -d Yunus, Special Secretary, Ministry of Foreign ^ Chairman 
Trade, New Delhi. 


2. 

3 - 


4. 


5. 


6 . 


K. 


9 . 


10. 

Tt. 


12. 


13 . 


14. 


13. 


16. 


17 - 


18. 

19 - 


20, 


2t. 


22 . 


23. 


24 . 


25 - 


Shri K. Ciidambaram, Director of Marine Products Export Member 
Development. (ex-officio) 

Shri C. Janardhanan, Member, Lot Sabha Mannediar La n e, Member 
Trichur (Kerala). 

Shri D Ka makashiah, Member, Lok Sabha, Atmikur, Attn a- Member 
kur (TQ), NellorcDistt. (AP) 

ShriK. P. Subramania Menon, Member,P ajya SabhaNavakal, Member 
via Cochin, Krnakulam District Kerala. 

Shti Godwin Rose, Joint Secretary, Department of Agriculture, Member 
M'n'stry of Agriculture, New Delhi. 

Shri V. U. E^adi, Dep tty Secretary. Department of Economic Member 
Affairs. Ministry of Finance, New Delhi. 

Shri V. P. Sawhuey, Director, Ministry of Foreign Trade, New Member 
Delhi. 

Shri S. Ramaswamy, Officer on Special Duty, D.G.T.D,. Member 
Ministry of Industrial Development, New Delhi. 

Shri D. N. Phull, Deputy Director General of Shipping, Member 
Directorate General of Shipping , Bombay. 

Director of Fisheries, Government of And hr a Pradesh, Hyder- Member 

abad (Andhra Pradesh). 

Gomm’st Oner of Fisheries, Government of Gujarat, Gandhi- Member 
nagar, Ahmedabad (Gujarat). 

D -velopm )nt Secretary, Government of Kerala, Trivandrum Member 
(Kerala). 

Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Gov- Member 
ernment of Maharashtra, Bombay. _ 

Director of Fisheries, Gunnut of Mm':, Bi.igilo'e M:mb:r 
(Mysore) 

Secretary to th; Guv; mm) it of O issa, Bu tbirewut (O -issa) M;mb;r 

Director of Fisheries, Government of Tamil Nadu, Madras Member 
(Tarnd Nalu) 

S ;cre l 'ary, Department of Fisheries, Government of West Ba.igal, Member 


C ale utta. 

Dire: orate of Fisheries, Government of Goa, Panaji. Member 

Shri R. Maihuvan Nuir, M/s. Cochin Co., Ernakulam Member 

(Kerala) 

ShA Vincent Ferns, M s O ;;mic Products Exporting Cm, Member 
Kavanadu, P. O. Quilon (Korala) 1 

Shti C. Cn;ria n M/s. Mdbury Acquatic Products Ltd-, Member 
Kankanady, Mangalore-2. 

ShriS.B-S. Mani, Gujarat Fisheries Central Cooperative Member 
Association, Ahemadabad (Gujarat). 

Shri Syed Ibrah'm- M's. In A'l-Iceluidtc Fisheries 1/ 1- Member 
Madras 


Shri Joseph, M's. George M tijo C Ctiialorc, Tam'l Nalu Member 


I 


Elected by the 


Lok Sabha. 


Elected by the Rajya Sabha. 

To represent the Ministry of Agriculture. 
To represent the Ministry of Finance. 

To represent the Ministry of Foreign Trad e 


To represent the Ministry of Industial 
Development. 

To represent the Ministry of Shipping f 
Transport. 

To represent the Government of Andhra* 
Pradesh. 

To represent the Government of Gujarat. 

To represent the Government of Kerala. 

To represent the Gover n me n t of Maha- 
rashtra. 

To represent the Gover n ment of Mysore. 

To represent the G 5vjr n ment of Orissa. 

To represent the Government of Tamil Nuiu ■ 

To represent the G ovcr n mont of West Bengal 

To represent he Gover n mentof Goa, Daman 
and Diu. 

To represent the owners of processing 
plants, storage, trade. 

To represent owners of fishing vessels and 
fishermen and plants. 

To represent processing plants, storage and 
conveyance persons employed. 

To represent the fisher men, dealers and 
persons employed in fishingindustry. 

To represent the owners of D e:p SeaFishinJ 
Vesels and processing plants. 

To represent the o\v n ers of processing plants 
and trade. 


26. Shri K.M.K. Naidu, M 's. Eastcost Seafoods Tada (Andhra 

Pradesh). 

27. Dr. V.K. Pillai, Director, Central Institute of less Fisheries 

Technology, Ernakulam, Cochin. 

28 A representative of interes' s oi persons employ 5 1 ii the 
murine products industry. 

29. ShriM.V. Thonus, M/s. Dennis & Tnom is, C ’chin-5. 


Member 

To represent the processing plants a n d con- 
veyances. 

Member 

To represent the interests of persons emp- 
loyed in research institutions engaged in 
the researches connected with marine 
products industry. 

M ;mb ;r 

(Will b; announced later). 

Member 

To represent fishermen, industry, trade and 
persons employed in fishing industry.. 
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30. Shri M.K.K. Naya r , Planning Commission, New Delhi. Member Other interests. 

2. Tlu Charm m ml the other nrsmbars of the Marine Products Export Development Authority named above, other than the 
es- nfficio members shall hold office upto 1; August, 1975. 


f*i?T wtwt imimr 

pf toft, 12 WWT, 1972 
(*Tto UFTT? mfpl tow tomi) 


[No. ¥. 5/14 72-EPCAGRI - II)] 
K.V, FalaSi Bit.- Mania M, Under Secy. 


VTo WTo 2240. — mpf mm totiT tom wftRfto totoP) 1972 ( 1972TT 13) T?t OTTr 4 IRT SP5TT nrlwif 
m ntf'ip +K«fii < , d*w m sitPism 0 4 1 till sn(fmR' B i, tom v r m r tm 

TFtI ) Jilfm, 1 6-8-72 *t i\ PhHfvlfcT toto' *Pt ftopfR pto tot £, topT :— 

1 «ft *rr^™r ftor pto, tor mrrK torn, 
toft 1 j 


2 tsfr^o tommr, tom, unrift mm tofa tom 

3 lift #0 TtTrato, TO WW m!T, tomR ?W, tor 7 

(tor) 1 

4 «ft ^t« 4Tf| T.HTliV!^T, mm, tflffi fOTT, fl7WP§T, wmiT- 

TjT; pIoPP, f-HHI TTWfR (srtETStor) I 

5 15ft %o tfto g*wtoT tor, mm, Tr*qr ?rvrr, HT^rr- 

tw, *rwT toto, ton tor$mr, tor i 

6 sftjftyftmtir, wjw ntor, #r tom, #r mum, 

toft 1 

7 isft aft* tjo ^rnft, mrwtor, to tom, to 

town, nf toft 1 

8 aft tft ° *ft 0 a| iTj-fl , tow, fto 5 ifjtfr< 

ftrtft 1 

9 aft >W 0 TTTTWnft, tofT *FPf Uftofft, yte^oito 

¥to sfteftto tow tonm, m* ftelft I j 

10 sft ®T° rr^e TW, «TO R^ltoTll'F, to^T, p^T- 

ftofniW, I 

1 1 mm tom vrfw si in m tit, I^Tum (tur sto) 

12 mWT'lTeT, PT tltl mWC, nWl TOT, 

(tjJJTTel) I 

1 3 tom Tifto, 3 rm pTffiiT fator (%mr ) 

14 utof, to to: n^wtor tom, n^Rmf mmT. 

rto (tou^) i 

■j 5 mm-town, mjT HTffi'T, TmflT (p^T) 

16 toto mw, (mfWr) i 

j 7 j^rjj-fdtoF, UTmWR 1 R+K, paw (pfwim j 1 


STSZPST 


rrmr (tit) 
mm 1 
mm J 

tor pm arm tofto 

mm 

j rrm ppr up topTT 


ptttt Ttr TKtPrfyFT to % fmr 

mm 

% 

fain tom m TRrfrfueT Trm % fp-n; 

mm 

fT^i mrTR p-Tim w srlerrTtoT pttp 
% Ri 1 

mm 

4 

toftto tow mrm m siRifTfam 
% to 1 

mm 

to TtofT tom m srtortoT 
»pt% % to 1 

mm 

ptu mvr mrtn: m torftom ato % 

to 1 

mm, 

»WTitT mrnr m sritoTfam Tto % to 

mm 

tor tor ®pt torftom to % to 

mill] 

mrnr m srftotor to % 

to 1 

mm 

if $r ?wr m toftom to % to 

¥cmj 

to m+u m toitom ttw % to 

mm 

erftom rw th toftom to % 
to 1 


Sic. 3(H)] 
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18 

TrfTO, tfttt fro ft, iftTOt TOft twit, 
(FfTOTOTOTO) 1 

TTTTO 

ifTOTO TOFT TOTHT TT srPrPrfaw ^W 

% fTO i 

1 9 

PtTOw, W, TOFft 1 

TOW 

ftaT, 4 ITT WT TW FT WIT ¥f TpTpTpTW 

*>TO % fTO | 

20 

TO itro ftow top - . fto TOTOr TOfj^pr 

(%t*t) 1 

TOW 

TOiffTO tttf TOit tt«t. witf % 
wrfTOr tt FprPrfaw tw % fTO i 

21 

TO PfTO TOf, TOtf TOTOTO TOSTTO TWfPTO +H'fy, 

TFTFTTJ, fro TO® fTOTOT 1 

TOW 

FcW-FFTT % WTfTOf tftr fTOT ’FT TOT- 

fFfTOr*TO%fTO 1 

22 

TO fro TOtto, TOto irerft "TOrfTO '-Otfto Pro. 

■MWFTTO TfTp^T | 

TOW 

fttffTO TOnr, TOtt to, Trftrifr toit 
ft TOR f TO WpFTOf TO SrpTpfpJW 
^RrT % fTO 1 

23 

tfSfo tffo 1 J^T 0 Tpspr^T 4i r 5l^ 

TO«n, W^TTTraiT 1 

TOW 

T^sff, Pmrar T«rr to ft TefPr P tt 
® rfwfi tt tPtPtPttt ttt % Prrr | 

24 

TO &F? $r 1 OpT, *1*14 Fft-w 1 TO oiTTO PtiTT^IoT P? 0 , 
^rarrar 1 

TOW 

FrTt TOpT % FTT-TFff TTf tftfFTO 
* FTrfwf TF srPrPrftRT % fw<I 1 

25 

TO to, tott arnr fTO ftott, ^to^t, tttwttt 

j 

TTfirr sijttit % FTrPrff tt 
srPrPrfticT % PTf( i 

26 

TO ifro tlTTo %o 9 TO ft TjTO, 2T<?T 

(TOstTOtt) 1 

TOW 

fr^fro r -TTFTT rFTT Flfriff w FprPfftrw 

*64^ % PsTC![ | 

27 

TTo TO® j^To faw^, Pl^’G'D, HTFR FflVl-P(EII FFlfpT 
TT«T FT CrTOfTFT, TOTOf 1 

TOW 

TOlP TTTFT TITT ft ffftFT tl^)m«f i( 
TFftF T«rrfr Jf PrftftrT i^fwqf 
% f?fr Tf TPrPrwcT % Ptt i 

28 

TF^ft FTMIH xjTO*l f TO jJF sTOfTOf % fijfcft T>T TOT- 

prfHW % fTO MPdfafa 1 

TOW 

tk f ftPrT Pftt irmr i 
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